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Build a European 
Socialist Alliance 



Anti-capitalist sentiment must be organised 


U nity is strength. That maxim of the 
workers’ movement should inform 
all our discussions, debates and 
activities at the European Social Forum - 
being held from November 6-10 in Flor¬ 
ence. 

The past three decades has seen the 
increased globalisation of capital accu¬ 
mulation. The ruling classes of Europe 
are uniting around not only a neoliberal 
agenda, but proto-state forms for enforc¬ 
ing that agenda. 

The past three decades have also seen 
the final degeneration of ‘official commu¬ 
nism’ and a string of defeats for the work¬ 
ing class. The years of Reagan and 
Thatcher, followed by Blair, Berlusconi 
and Aznar, have set back the prospects 
for working class liberation, socialism 
and a world without exploitation and war. 
Working class consciousness is perhaps 
the lowest for at least a century. Along¬ 
side that slump in class consciousness 
has been the rise in nationalism, the re- 
emergence of the far right in parts of 
Europe and a retreat into the politics of 
identity by many oppressed sections. 

While the working class has been rela¬ 
tively placid, the ruling classes of Europe 
have pushed through European unity 
from above - not through war, as was 
attempted by different European ruling 
classes of the past 200 years - but 
through economic and political merger. 

Yet our rejection of the capitalistic im¬ 
pulses pushing our mlers to unite Europe 
should not drive us into separate, na¬ 
tional socialist dead ends. The working 
classes of Europe need to become more 
internationalist in response to the drive 
to build a capitalist Europe from above. 
We need a democratic Europe from be¬ 
low. 

We have a long way to go. The Euro¬ 
pean ruling classes are way ahead of us. 
They have their financial cabals and the 
European Central Bank. They have the 
undemocratic European Commission 
and the quasi-democratic European par¬ 
liament. They have the European rapid 
reaction force and a battery of immigra¬ 
tion laws to criminalise worst paid labour. 

Yet the spectre of a united European 
working class movement haunts them. 
But that threat cannot become reality 
without political organisation. The Euro¬ 
pean Social Fomm provides an oppor¬ 
tunity to begin the difficult yet necessary 
fight for working class political unity 
against the European ruling classes. 

The ruling classes have told us there 
is no alternative to capitalism. Some have 


said so with glee, others with wringing 
hands and a heavy heart. But in openly 
celebrating the triumph of capitalism they 
have produced an unintended response 
from below. The growing anti-capitalist 
sentiment is a reaction to the ‘end of his¬ 
tory’ garbage peddled by the paid mouth¬ 
pieces of imperialism. 

We have seen that sentiment reach its 


highest form in Italy. That is why com¬ 
munists welcome the ESF in Florence. 
Yet if anti-capitalism is not be dissipated 
or channelled safely into one or another 
pink or green reformist project, it must 
merge with the working class movement 
and take up the political fight for democ¬ 
racy. 

As the capitalist class becomes prima¬ 


rily organised at the level of the European 
Union, so must the working class organ¬ 
ise at the level of the Europe too. The 
need for an all-European movement is 
recognised by Rifondazione Comunista 
- the ESF’s main moving spirit. The World 
Social Forum movement officially es¬ 
chews political parties and thus uninten¬ 
tionally encourages both dishonesty and 


backwardness. Political parties simply 
don different hats and the task of cement¬ 
ing unity at the highest level is put off in 
favour of currying favour with the reform¬ 
ist wing of imperialism - charities, NGOs, 
do-gooders, localists and unaccountable 
intellectuals. 

The Communist Party of Great Britain 
welcomes the meeting of the parties of 
the European left being hosted by Rifon¬ 
dazione this week in Florence, to which 
the Socialist Alliance has been invited. 
As well as discussing the themes of the 
ESF, the two-day meeting will finish with 
“a proposal towards a European politi¬ 
cal party - an intervention by Rifondazi¬ 
one Comunista national secretary 
Fausto Bertinotti”. 

This initiative is a tremendous step 
forward. Rifondazione Comunista has 
the prestige of being the largest leftwing 
party in Europe - and it has been moving 
to the left. It has taken the lead in giving 
fomi to the anti-capitalist sentiment and 
- crucially - it is putting all-European po¬ 
litical demands at the forefront of its 
agenda. 

With just 19 months to go before the 
European parliament elections in 2004, 
the European left must grasp this oppor¬ 
tunity to forge the highest possible 
unity. The experience of communists 
and revolutionary socialists in Britain 
could not be more instructive. The So¬ 
cialist Alliance movement in Britain - by 
which is meant not only the Socialist 
Alliance in England and Wales but the 
Scottish Socialist Party - has its un¬ 
doubted weaknesses. Yet the fact that 
trends and factions of the left have been 
able to unite to stand together in elec¬ 
tions and other campaigns shows that 
with the political will such an exercise at 
an all-European level is more than pos¬ 
sible. 

The achievement of a Socialist Alliance 
of the EU contesting the European elec¬ 
tions in 2004 is a realistic and necessary 
goal for the parties and groups of the left. 
We should agree a joint political mani¬ 
festo for Europe. The parties of the bour¬ 
geoisie stand common platforms in the 
EU - that should be a minimum for the 
parties of the working class too. Ulti¬ 
mately, of course, the process of unity 
should lead us to a single revolutionary 
working class party in Europe: a Commu¬ 
nist Party of the European Union. With 
such a party, the vistas of working class 
liberation on a continental and world 
scale come within reach • 

Marcus Strom 
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LETTERS 


Letters may have been 
shortened because of space. 
Some names may have been 
changed 


Leninists 

Martin Thomas is obviously not 
amongst those leading members of the 
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty who are 
“boycotting” the Weekly Worker - he 
is perhaps our most prolific correspond¬ 
ent (Letters, October 31). Nevertheless 
comrade Thomas loyally demands and 
demands again that the Weekly Worker 
publish his master’s 10,000-word article 

- Sean Matgamna’s ‘Critical notes’. Silly. 

If he seriously imagines this non¬ 
sense constitutes some kind of penetrat¬ 
ing critique of the CPGB, there is a 
simple and straightforward option: print 
the thing - yes, in full - in one of your 
own journals. That is what left groups 
normally and routinely do. Why not the 
AWL? Is there a majority against carry¬ 
ing what they apolitically call left “gos¬ 
sip”? Please tell. 

Meanwhile, as an integral part of his 
unfortunate and unwise anti-unity of¬ 
fensive, comrade Thomas attempts to 
paint us in the colours of classical Sta¬ 
linism. He has gone quote-hunting in 
my 1992 book From October to August 

- which reproduces various articles and 
speeches over the years 1983-1991. 
Clever - but not very. Carefully trimmed 

- to the point of falsification - though his 
quotes are, they do not add up to a rev¬ 
elation. 

A couple of salient points. Our “com¬ 
monplace” politics were not, as com¬ 
rade Thomas disingenuously suggests, 
quietly tolerated within the old CPGB - 
neither by the Marxism Today faction, 
nor by the pro-Moscow Straight Left¬ 
ists, nor by the Morning Star. Together 
these opportunists banned and tried to 
gag us. Why? Our “commonplace” 
politics were revolutionary. Eg, no to 
popular fronts, parliamentary socialism 
and illusions in the trade union bu¬ 
reaucracy. 

During this period we critically de¬ 
fended the Soviet Union and what I then 
believed were other gains of the world 
revolution. Yes, in the 1980s, while 
AWL leaders were fond of speaking 
about CIA-sponsored islamic funda¬ 
mentalists in Afghanistan as “my kind 
of people”, we gave highly critical sup¬ 
port to the People’s Democratic Party. 
That is public knowledge ... and the fact 
that From October to August is still on 
sale goes to show that we do not hide 
our origins. 

In 1981 we took as our starting point 
Leninism and the idea of the Soviet Un¬ 
ion as a socialist - workers’ - state which 
had undergone extreme bureaucratic 
degeneration. Our general approach on 
this issue was therefore essentially no 
different from “commonplace” Trotsky¬ 
ism, Leon Trotsky included. He ful- 
somely praised the first five-year plan 
and considered defence of the USSR a 
matter of the highest principle. 

How were we distinguished from Trot¬ 
skyism? Where they welcomed what I 


would now call the ‘counterrevolutions 
within the counterrevolution’ from 1989- 
1991. we did not. Like them we argued 
for a political revolution and socialist 
democracy. But we highlighted the dan¬ 
ger of capitalist restoration, which Work¬ 
ers Power, Militant, the Workers 
Revolutionary Party, Spaitacists, Fourth 
International et al dogmatically ruled 
out as impossible without a violent civil 
war. Laughably some International So¬ 
cialist Group and Workers Power com¬ 
rades still consider Putin’s Russia as 
some kind of workers’ state. 

Undaunted, comrade Thomas 
equates our approach with ‘Stalinism’. 
Presumably he and the AWL have their 
own special, sectish, definition of Trot¬ 
skyism and Stalinism. Trotskyism 
equals all things the AWL thinks are 
good. Stalinism equals all things bad. By 
self-designation the AWL is Trotsky- 
ite. But, because they thoroughly de¬ 
spise them, their Trotskyite opponents 
are demonised as Stalinites. That makes 
rational dialogue rather difficult. 

Actually I have never described my¬ 
self as a Trotskyite - and since 1991 my 
views have considerably developed. By 
the same measure I find it difficult to 
classify the AWL under the heading of 
Trotskyism. The ruling ideology in the 
AWL is Shachtmanism, a political trend 
hounded out of the Fourth International 
and branded a “petty bourgeois devia¬ 
tion” by Trotsky himself. Does that 
make Trotsky a Stalinite? 

Jack Conrad 
London 

Kautskyite 

So Jack Conrad’s seven-part series of 
articles on the dictatorship of the prole¬ 
tariat and revolution finally comes to an 
end. And what conclusion do we have? 
- a rejection of Leninism in the direction 
of Kautsky! 

But ‘foul’, I hear the Conrad acolytes 
cry - ‘Comrade Jack criticised Kautsky 
as well as Lenin and Trotsky.’ I merely 
ask any followers of the CPGB’s great 
man to consider the following. Near the 
end of his final article Conrad writes: 
“Probably the working class will in the 
future have to use some measures of 
violence and create its own - superior - 
organs of struggle that assume state 
power. The chances are that the bour¬ 
geois parliament will simply be dumped, 
not transformed.” I draw your attention 
to the use of “probably” and "chances 
are”. 

On the other hand in the pamphlet 
State and revolution Lenin argues 
against Kautsky: “... the author chose 
as his special theme the question of ‘the 
proletarian revolution’ and ‘the prole¬ 
tarian regime’. He gave much that was 
exceedingly valuable, but he avoided 
the question of the state. Throughout 
the pamphlet the author speaks of the 
winning of state power - and no more; 
that is, he has chosen a formula which 
makes a concession to the opportunists, 
inasmuch as it admits the possibility of 
seizing power without destroying the 


state machine. The very thing which 
Marx in 1872 declared to be ‘obsolete’ 
in the programme of the Communist 
manifesto is revived by Kautsky in 
1902.” 

I would suggest that a simple replace¬ 
ment of ‘Kautsky’ by ‘Conrad’ in the 
quote from this important work by Lenin 
would leave the reader with no conclu¬ 
sion other than mine - that Conrad is re¬ 
jecting Leninism for a 2002 version of 
Kautskyism. 

On a secondary point I find it strange 
that Conrad somehow managed to 
avoid even a reference to Lenin’s pam¬ 
phlet State and revolution in a series 
that had as its premise a discussion on 
the possibility of peaceful revolution. 
Perhaps it is because it does not fit into 
Conrad’s simplistic rehashing of Hal 
Draper’s anti-Leninism on this question. 

I would appeal to all CPGB members 
and supporters who retain any degree 
of revolutionary spirit to reject this new¬ 
est Conrad revisionism. 

Brian Walters 
email 

SSP stunted 

Mark Brown’s leaked document about 
Socialist Worker platform tactics within 
the Scottish Socialist Party is interest¬ 
ing (Weekly Worker October 17). For 
years those on the far left outside the 
Socialist Workers Party and Militant 
have been able to agree with much of 
the criticism each of the two groups had 
about each other. It is a phenomenon 
that continues under the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance and SSP. 

It is the case that, although it is im¬ 
portant to establish a pool of socialist 
MSPs within the Scottish parliament, 
there has been and still is an imbalance 
between this activity and work around, 
say, industrial issues. This is still true in 
spite of recent improvement: for exam¬ 
ple, the work around the Glasgow hos¬ 
pitals strike and recent meetings with 
firefighter reps. There is still no organ¬ 
ised, structured orientation towards 
workplaces. It has been SSP policy to 
convene a rank and file shop stewards 
conference and produce regular SSP 
workplace bulletins since the 2001 
AGM. Yet this remains a dead letter. It 
does not quite fit in with the International 
Socialist Movement view of the kind of 
party the SSP should be - attractive to 
left reformists and left nationalists and 
unattractive to those to the left of the 
ISM. 

There is, just as tragically, almost a 
blanket ban on support for labour move¬ 
ment campaigns. Leading ISM com¬ 
rades tried to block support for affiliation 
to the United Campaign for the Repeal 
of Anti-Trade Union Laws (Ucratul) at 
the 2000 and 2001 AGMs - a campaign 
whose ideas have led to rail union lead¬ 
ers in Aslef and the RMT calling for 
solidarity action between the two un¬ 
ions and more recently covert solidar¬ 
ity action with the firefighters. 
Thankfully conference recognised the 
sectarianism of this and passed the 
motion, but it remains a paper policy. 

ISM comrades at a local level in Edin¬ 
burgh have also argued against SSP af¬ 
filiation to the UK campaign against 
sweatshop labour - No Sweat. Global¬ 
ise Resistance, the Anti-Nazi League 
and the Palestine Solidarity Campaign 
have been other casualties. This is not 
a recent post-SWP-entry position. 
There was no support as a party for the 
main campaign for solidarity with 
Kosovan Albanian workers during the 
Kosova war - Workers Aid for Kosova. 
In other words it is part of a strategy of 
not supporting any campaign that does 
not originate from the SSP leadership 
and therefore cannot be guaranteed to 
be controlled by the SSP/ISM leader¬ 
ship. As such it is deeply sectarian and 
anti-working class. 

One of the consequences of such 
sectarianism and control-freakery is 
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that people have come into the SSP as 
a result of its public profile and cam¬ 
paigning work on SSP initiatives such 
as free school meals, only to find that 
the SSP just does not do very much as 
a party. There is the odd stall, the odd 
stunt and the odd demo, but if you want 
to be involved in anti-racist work, anti¬ 
capitalist work, solidarity with the Pal¬ 
estinians and so on, you have to 
actually go elsewhere. Many new re¬ 
cruits then subsequently leave. Turno¬ 
ver is unnecessarily high. 

This approach represents a sectarian 
attitude towards the left, labour move¬ 
ment campaigns and the labour move¬ 
ment generally and an ignorance of the 
fact that organisations are means to¬ 
wards the end of representing the work¬ 
ing class effectively and not ends in 
themselves. Yet still the big two groups 
continually identify the growth of their 
own platforms with the interests of the 
working class. If a campaign is non-sec¬ 
tarian, inclusive, issue-centred and 
clearly in the interests of the working 
class, it should be supported, no matter 
where it comes from. Workers Aid was 
such a campaign, and Ucratul and No 
Sweat, in the here and now, are such 
campaigns. It is active support for such 
campaigns that is part of the vital proc¬ 
ess of creating a mass workers’ party. 

The question of the party press is an¬ 
other area that borders on the tragic- 
comic. It was noticeable at the large 
anti-war demo in Glasgow how few so¬ 
cialist papers were on display compared 
to the past (having filmed most of it, I 
can prove this). A more united left actu¬ 
ally has less of a public profile in terms 
of its party press than the fragmented 
left of recent decades. 

This is the product of SSP ‘guidelines’ 
which instil the fear into SSP members 
that if they sell the paper of their choos¬ 
ing there will be some undefined nega¬ 
tive consequence as payback. And if 
Scottish Socialist Voice is out of date, 
it means then there is virtually no social¬ 
ist literature being sold to the non- 
aligned people who come along. It 
represents a Stalinist conception of 
party organisation and is counterpro¬ 
ductive in terms of trying to achieve 
greater left unity. 

If the Voice became a substantially 
better paper than it currently is, many 
people in platforms would voluntarily 
want to sell it publicly. Nobody really 
wants to sell more than one paper. How¬ 
ever, to become a better paper it would 
have to be opened up to debate and 
polemic and this means the current edi¬ 
torial board must think very differently 
from the way they do now. Why is there 
so much fear of dissenting voices and 
polemical articles? When will the SSP 
editorial board realise that controversy 
actually makes a paper more interesting 
and useful? And in any case within a 
real workers’ party many papers would 
be seen as a strength, not a weakness. 

However, the question Mark Brown 
and other SWP members have to ask is 
this: has the SWP-dominated Socialist 
Alliance fared any better for its mostly 
SWP politics and tactics? In contrast to 
one fairly poor paper - the SSV - the So¬ 
cialist Alliance has no paper. Why? Be¬ 
cause the central committee of the SWP 
does not want anything to compete with 
Socialist Worker. A Socialist Alliance 
paper would have to have non-SWP 
members on its editorial board and give 
space to non-SWP positions in the pa¬ 
per. Hence no SA paper and an SA 
membership which is consequently dis¬ 
armed and ill informed. Once again con¬ 
trol-freakery remains the dominant 
trend. 

The description of the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance as a ‘united front of a special type’ 
is Orwellian SWP-speak designed to ra¬ 
tionalise a huge volte-face to the SWP 
membership and secure SWP domi¬ 
nance within all the organisations the 
far left is currently involved in. Seattle 
ain’t got nothing to do with it. 


This indicates that the SWP are still 
‘party building’ minus the shouting 
about it. The role of the SA, PSC, Stop 
the War Coalition, Globalise Resistance 
is to serve as transmission belts into the 
SWP. And as part of this strategy so¬ 
cialists of the wrong colour are kept off 
leading committees of the front cam¬ 
paigns so that the non-aligned indi¬ 
vidual coming along is faced with the 
stark choice of remaining non-aligned 
or joining the SWP. Hence the confine¬ 
ment of the alliance to electoral issues, 
the no-canvassing position during the 
general election and the made-up rules 
at the Globalise Resistance AGM to 
keep an Alliance for Workers’ Liberty 
member off the leading steering commit¬ 
tee. 

If you want to get involved in non- 
electoral work, you have to go elsewhere 
to other organisations - which just hap¬ 
pen to be controlled by ... guess who? 
Yes, the SWP. This strategy prevents 
the evolution of the realigned revolu¬ 
tionary left into what could be the nu¬ 
cleus of a revolutionary party. It also 
gives credibility to the Militant argument 
that these campaigns are just fronts not 
worthy of support - something they, in 
turn, then extend to all campaigns. 

In Scotland there has been no princi¬ 
pled collective SWP opposition to the 
independence line either. There is, at 
best, equivocation and sometimes out¬ 
right support. Others privately disagree 
but do not want to make a fuss. This 
characterises a group which has been 
traditionally opportunistic and all over 
the place on the big issues of the day: 
for example, the miners’ strike, the poll 
tax and now the national question in 
Scotland. It is also wrong for the SWP 
to comply with Stalinist ‘guidelines’ on 
what papers socialists sell. 

The working class needs a left that is 
consistently democratic in its methods, 
honest about its past mistakes, non¬ 
sectarian towards single-issue cam¬ 
paigns and has an appropriate balance 
between the three sides of the class 
struggle: economic, political and ideo¬ 
logical. It also needs educated, critically 
minded individuals who are prepared to 
be non-conformist within the group if 
they think the leadership have got it 
wrong and are being inconsistent. It 
would be a healthy, necessary develop¬ 
ment if members of the ISM and SWP 
left those organisations while remaining 
active socialists. The big two have been 
fetishised by Stalinism beyond repair. 
Peter Burton 
Edinburgh AWL 

German CP 

I have the opportunity to read your 
Weekly Worker via the web which I 
greatly appreciate as one of the best 
communist papers I know. You cannot 
imagine how glad I would be if we had 
something like this in Germany. 

I am a member of tire German Commu¬ 
nist Party, the DKP: ie, the traditional 
party of ‘official’ communism, rapidly 
weakened after the collapse of the Ger¬ 
man Democratic Republic from which 
the party was completely dependent 
before 1990 (although I was not in the 
party at that time). It is still the biggest 
Marxist organisation in Germany today. 

Although the DKP does not allow 
factions, in effect we have different cur¬ 
rents in the party: a majority of what I 
call ‘soft’ or ‘moderate’ traditionalists; 
a minority of ‘hard’ traditionalists and 
old-school Stalinists (mainly in eastern 
Germany, but their chief theorist is the 
philosopher, Hans Heinz Holz, who was 
a professor in the Netherlands and lives 
in Switzerland); and finally a very small, 
undogmatic left wing, to which I belong. 

The average age of DKP members is 
far above 50, but during the last two 
years, for the first time after 1989 the 
party was able to get more new and 
young members than it was losing then 
(mainly by death). Although some ef- 
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forts are made to renew the party’s pro¬ 
file, I am rather pessimistic concerning 
its future. 

I am convinced that a recomposition 
of a non-Stalinist and non-sectarian 
revolutionary left in Germany will be 
necessary, in which some chunks of the 
DKP could and should participate, so I 
try to build contacts with non-sectarian 
Trotskyists and other forces of the radi¬ 
cal left. In particular, I am interested in 
the experiences of your Socialist Alli¬ 
ance (as well as the Italian Rifondazione 
Comunista). 

Concerning the PDS, unfortunately 
there is no reason for optimism: I fear 
that after the disaster of the Bundestag 
election, the party will hardly be able to 
recover. Anyway, I do not believe that 
it would be possible to rebuild a com¬ 
munist movement on the basis of a cen¬ 
trist party in Germany, although among 
the PDS members there are some good 
comrades. 

I would be grateful if you could send 
me some of the lastest issue which I 
would like to use for demonstration pur¬ 
poses. Our party publishes a miserable 
weekly paper ( Unsere Zeit), which now 
has serious financial troubles. It would 
be useful to show my comrades a good 
party paper. 

In June the fourth conference of the 
European Anti-Capitalist Left met in 
Madrid, which was attended by the 
DKP comrade, Hugo Braun, as a guest. 
Guess how I got this information: I read 
it in Weekly Worker, later a Trotskyist 
comrade gave me the press release of 
the Fourth International. I was really 
angry that our party paper did not write 
anything about this important matter. 
This is a typical example of the half¬ 
hearted attitude of the DKP leadership. 

In June, the DKP organised an inter¬ 
national conference of communist par¬ 
ties in Berlin, in which traditional ‘brother 
parties' took part. It was remarkable that 
Gigi Malabarba from Rifondazione gave 
the opening speech. But obviously our 
party leaders try to suppress informa¬ 
tion about the cooperation of the ‘alter¬ 
native’ left, because they fear being 
attacked for ‘revisionism’ and ‘Trotsky¬ 
ism’ by the hardcore Stalinists. 

This is the main problem of the DKP: 
the majority around chairman Heinz 
Stehr tries at least a moderate opening 
and renewal of the party, but they are 
not able to clearly reject the pressure of 
the Stalinist minority. I hope that this can 
be changed in future. If not, the party 
will not be able to overcome its isola¬ 
tion within the left. 

Henning Boke 
Germany 

Unity 

I read with great interest your article from 
January this year about the need for a 
united Communist Party in Britain and 
the steps being taken to realise that. I 
was just wondering why the Commu¬ 
nist Party of Britain aren’t mentioned? 

I don’t know anything about the cur¬ 
rent divisions within British commu¬ 
nism, but am aware of the multitude of 
groups claiming to be the genuine 
‘heirs’ of the CPGB that disbanded at 
the end of the 80s. I’d be interested to 
know about the different groups; namely 
yourselves and the CPB, and why you 
are divided. Hope you can enlighten me. 


Robert Goulden 

entail 

SWP front 

‘Executive wake-up call’ was an excel¬ 
lent article from Marcus Shorn - he hits 
the nail on the head ( Weekly Worker Oc¬ 
tober 31). 

I ceased going to the local SA some 
months ago because it was obvious to 
me that the SWP only wants us as an¬ 
other front and I don’t want to be part 
of that. If I wanted to be a member of 
the SWP then I would have joined years 
ago - no thanks. Call me sectarian, pes¬ 
simist - anything you like - as long as I 
don’t have to be part of it. 

I will, however, continue to read and 
support the Weekly Worker, which is the 
most open paper of its sort. 

Mervyn Davies 
email 

Allegations 

Surely the Socialist Alliance rank and file 
and the broader movement need to 
know exactly what went on. Allegations, 
or even perceptions, about organisa¬ 
tions within the SA will damage the 
Socialist Alliance’s support within the 
working class, to put it mildly. 

Don’t hide behind the pretext of not 
wanting to prejudice the sub-group’s 
findings. That is what the capitalist poli¬ 
ticians say when they have something 
to cover up. Let’s flush the details out 
now. Elementary democracy demands 
it. 

Victor 

email 

Factions 

I am a member of the Communist Party 
USA. Reading some of your material, I 
was just wondering why you seem to 
think that allowing members to form a 
paity within a party is beneficial? 

Matt Helme 

New Brunswick CPUSA 

Chechnya 

solidarity 

The taking, and subsequent blood- 
soaked ‘liberation’, of 700 hostages at 
the Moscow theatre was just the latest 
episode of the barbarous colonial war 
being prosecuted by Russian power in 
the Caucasus. This war, which the rul¬ 
ers in the Kremlin had hoped to wage 
only in the distant mountains - and 
which, moreover, was officially pro¬ 
nounced to be ended - has been brought 
right to the Russian capital. Now not 
only Chechens, but also Muscovites, 
are becoming victims in this war. 

We decisively condemn all acts of 
violence and terror perpetrated against 
the peaceful civilian population, 
whether Chechen or Russian. Actions 
like the terrorist attack in Moscow do 
nothing to bring nearer an end to the war 
or the liberation of the Chechen people. 
On the contrary, such events only dis¬ 
credit those fighting for peace and free¬ 
dom in Chechnya, and reinforce 
nationalistic and militaristic tendencies 
in Russian society. Terrorism gives Rus¬ 
sia’s rulers a pretext both for further step¬ 
ping up repression of the Chechen 
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Send donations, payable to ‘Bookshop Libel Fund’, to: Housmans, 
5 Caledonian Road, London N19DX; or Bookmarks, 1 Bloomsbury 
Street, London WC1B 3QE. 


people, and for a general attack on civil 
rights and freedoms. In Moscow, arbi¬ 
trary arrests of Chechens have already 
begun, and threats are being made 
against those media that are considered 
disloyal. The unfolding of a propa¬ 
ganda campaign against all anti-war and 
internationalist forces can be expected. 

Without in any sense justifying the ac¬ 
tivity of the Barayev group, we consider 
it necessary to stress that the principal 
responsibility for what happened in 
Moscow lies with those who are chiefly 
to blame for the outbreak, and continua¬ 
tion, of war in Chechnya - those in power 
in Russia: the military, and the ruling class 
in general. 

It is their policy, effectively constitut¬ 
ing genocide against the Chechen peo¬ 
ple, which led directly to the Moscow 
tragedy. It is by their efforts that 
Chechnya has become a zone of devas¬ 
tation. where arbitrary violence and ter¬ 
ror are the rule, where every day 
completely innocent people die or ‘dis¬ 
appear'’, where depraved and inhuman 
humiliation, torture and breaches of the 
most basic human rights have become 
part of everyday life. It is then policy that 
has returned Chechnya to the Middle 
Ages and pushed some Chechens into 
responding barbarously to the barbarism 
perpetrated by those occupying their 
country. 

It should be stated bluntly that a part 
of the responsibility for the tragedy lies 
also with Russian society. For three 
years already, the overwhelming major¬ 
ity has looked on calmly as outrageous 
crimes against humanity have been 
practised in occupied Chechnya in its 
name. In Russia there has not been a 
single major anti-war demonstration, let 
alone any protest strikes or other forms 
of direct action. Furthermore, people 
have continued to vote obediently for 
the most frenzied advocates of the vio¬ 
lent ‘pacification’ of recalcitrant 
Chechnya. However shocking the im¬ 
pact of the Moscow terrorist attack, it 
may help people to face up to reality: 
that the death and suffering brought by 
war concern us all, and that there is no 
way of hiding from them. 

There is only one way to prevent a 
repetition of what happened in Moscow: 
to put an end to the war and occupa¬ 
tion of Chechnya, by granting that re¬ 
public’s population the right 
independently to decide its own future. 
We call on all those who understand this 
to participate in civil protest against the 
policy of imperialist aggression pur¬ 
sued by Russia’s rulers. 

Boycott the call-up for the armed 
forces! Boycott any voting for the sup¬ 
porters of the war, both capitalist and 
‘communist’! Solidarity with all those 
suffering as a result of the war and oc¬ 
cupation! Demand immediate negotia¬ 
tions with the elected leaders of the 
Chechen Republic of Ichkeria on the 
withdrawal of Russian forces! 

We also call on leftwing parties and 
organisations, free trade unions, human 
rights organisations and progressive 
forces in civil society across the world 
to make demands on the Russian gov¬ 
ernment immediately to put an end to 
military and punishment operations in 
Chechnya. For solidarity against the 
war! 

Solidarity Against the War in 
Chechnya 

Moscow 


ACTION 


CPGB London seminars 

Sunday November 10, no seminar. 

Sunday November 17, 5pm - ‘MacDonaldism after MacDonald’, using 
Ralph Milliband’s Parliamentary socialism as a study guide. 

Sunday November 24, 5pm - report-back from European Social Forum. 

CPGB Wales Open forum 

‘Welsh Socialist Alliance in crisis: which way forward?’ Friday November 
22, 7.30pm, Sandringham Hotel, Westgate Street, Cardiff. Phone 07950 
416922 or 020 8965 0659 for more details. 

Palestinian rights 

Protest on the steps of St Martin’s in the Fields, Trafalgar Square, every 
Wednesday, from 5.30pm to 6.30pm. 

Immediate withdrawal of Israeli troops from the occupied territories. For 
an independent Palestinian state with the same rights as Israel. For the 
right of both peoples to live in peace in their own territories. Condemn 
Israeli state terrorism, and islamic terrorism against Israeli civilians. 

Organised by Justice for the Palestinians. Supported by Alliance for 
Workers’ Liberty, Communist Party of Great Britain, Worker-communist 
Party of Iraq, International Federation of Iraqi Refugees, Worker-commu¬ 
nist Pally of Iran, International Federation of banian Refugees, Interna¬ 
tional Campaign for a Referendum for Kurdistan. 

No Sweat 

Comedy benefit: Tuesday November 19, 8pm, Red Rose Comedy Club, 
127 Seven Sisters Road, London N7. With Rob Newman and Jeremy 
Hardy. Compared by Ivor Dembina. Tickets: £10 and £7.50. Proceeds to 
No Sweat’s Indonesian trade union appeal. 

Conference for activists'. ‘Sweatshops, globalisation and international 
solidarity’, Saturday November 23, 12 noon-6pm, School of Oriental and 
African Studies, Thomaugh Street, London (tubes: Russell Square, 
Goodge Street, Euston). Debate, films and practical workshops. Speakers 
from Mexico and US. Discussions on the politics of globalisation, 
strategy for anti-sweatshop activists, Indonesia, beating the Chinese 
sweatshops, etc. 

Co-hosted with the Student Campaign Forum; backed by SOAS student 
union. Tickets (£5) from No Sweat, PO Box 36707. London SW9 8YA. 

Public meeting : The victorious struggle to unionise a Nike factory in 
Mexico. Wednesday November 27, 7.30pm, Edinburgh council chambers. 
Speakers: Josefian Hernandez Ponce and Gabrialla Cortes Cabrera. 
Organised in conjunction with Lothian Trade Union and Community 
Resource Centre, 0131-556 7318; ltucrc@aol.com 

Stop the War CD 

Launch of double compilation CD ‘Peace not war’ at fundraising gig, 
Thursday November 28, 8pm-3am, Scala night club, Kings Cross, 

London. Featuring DJs and special guests. 

Stop the War Coalition, PO Box 3739, London, E5 8EJ; 
office@stopwar.org.uk; www.stopwar.org.uk; 020 7053 2155/2156. 

March for children 

Stop inhumane treatment of asylum-seeker and refugee children. Satur¬ 
day November 30, Castle Green, Bristol. 

For further information, contact Bristol Defend the Asylum-Seekers 
Campaign, 

hughesbob@compuserve.com; or caro.vino@blueyonder.co.uk 

Kurdish human rights 

Lecture by Noam Chomsky for 10th anniversary of Kurdish Human 
Rights Project, Monday December 9, 7pm, St Paul’s Cathedral, London. 
Tickets: £15 waged, £8 unwaged/students. Available by credit card from 
ticketweb.co.uk; 0870 900 4555. Or from KHRP on 020 7287 2772. All 
profits to KHRP. 

Supported by the Bar Human Rights Committee. 

Artists against the War 

Postcards - 50p each. 

• artistsagainstthewar@hotmail.com 

• www.artistsagainstthewar.org.uk 

• wwwstopthewar.org 

NCADC greetings cards 

Campaigning greeting cards in solidarity with those facing deportation. 
Available in packs of 10, with envelopes - £5 plus p&p. 



Mistake 


Send order to National Coalition of Anti-Deportation Campaigns, 400 
Cheetham Hill Road, Manchester M8 9LE. Cheques payable to NCADC. 


I suppose in an article of the length of 
‘Scargillism and the miners’ at least one 
mistake was inevitable (Weekly Worker 
October 31). Arthur ran for national 
president to replace Joe Gormley, not 
“displace” him. In fact Joe had stayed 
on a year longer than he intended in 
order to keep Mick McGahey out, but 
instead was succeeded by Arthur. 

The article gives the impression he 
was running against Joe, which was not 
the case. 

David Douglass 
NUM Hatfield Main 


Party wills 

The CPGB has forms available for you to include the Party and the 
struggle for communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group email 
rdgroup @ yahoo.com 

Weekly Worker on-line 

This edition of the Weekly Worker will not be available on the web until 
Monday November 11. 

www.cpgb.ovg.uk/action 
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EUROPEAN UNION 


Their 

United 

Europe 

and 

ours 


V alery Giscard d’Estaing, president of 
the European convention, has un¬ 
veiled the first “skeleton” draft of what 
could be the future constitution of the Euro¬ 
pean Union. The convention has been meet¬ 
ing in Brussels since March 1 and is due to 
finalise its proposals in June 2003. 

In terms of method, scale, ambition and 
probable consequences the only parallel un¬ 
der capitalism is the formation of the United 
States of America in 1787 out of the loose con¬ 
federation of 13 states which emerged victo¬ 
rious from the revolutionary war against the 
British crown. Giscard d’Estaing has himself 
compared the work of his convention to that 
of the founding fathers of the US. and the ex¬ 
pectation is that the EU will over the next 10 
to 20 years emerge as a superstate of some 
kind. 

The proposals coming from the EU’s con¬ 
stitutional convention therefore demand the 
closest attention of communists and revolu¬ 
tionary socialists - not only in Europe itself 
but throughout the whole world. Just dismiss¬ 
ing the EU as a “bosses’ club” and posing an 
abstract United Socialist States of Europe will 
not take us a centimetre forward. If the work¬ 
ing class is ever to realise the goal of social¬ 
ism in Europe, or anywhere else, it is vital to 
actively intervene and take a lead in the bat¬ 
tle for democracy under capitalism. Without 
that socialism is impossible. Where Giscard 
d’Estaing has presented a cribbed and 
cramped, quasi-democratic EU, the left is 
duty-bound to develop our alternative vision 
of a united Europe in which democracy is 
greatly expanded and filled with a definite 
social content. 

Consisting of 105 delegates - chosen by 
the 15 member and 13 candidate states, the 
national parliaments, the European parlia¬ 
ment and EU commission - the constitutional 
convention has been given the remit of de¬ 



tailing various broad options for the EU’s 
inter-governmental summit in 2004. Each 
government has one representative, while 
the national parliaments have two. Former 
Europe minister Peter Hain is the voice of the 
UK government, Gisela Stuart and David 
Heathcote-Amory speak respectively for the 
Labour and Conservative sides of parlia¬ 
ment. Efforts have also been made to involve 
non-governmental organisations, trade un¬ 
ions and commercial and industrial bodies. 

Sixty themes were set for debate under a 
series of working groups. They include the 
future of EU policy-making; the division of 
powers; the legitimacy of EU institutions; in¬ 
stitutional planning in an enlarged EU; the role 
of the EU in world affairs. The need for refoim 
is urgent, hr 2004 there are expected to be 10 
new member states, “leading to the risk of 
paralysis if institutions and procedures are not 
adapted” (European parliament press release, 
February 26 2002). And expansion, and thus 
pressure for radical change, is set to continue. 
By 2010 some well placed commentators pre¬ 
dict that the EU will have within its space 28 
states. 

Compared to the US in the 18th century. Eu¬ 
ropean unity has evolved thus far at a much 
more cautious and protracted - and for our 
rulers an altogether safer - pace. There has 
been no great wave of liberation nor the vol¬ 
untary coming together of risen peoples. 
Nevertheless European integration, though 
piecemeal and only quasi-democratic, has 
gone a long way since the 1957 Treaty of Rome. 
The customs union - born of the terrible 
slaughter and mutual destruction of World 
War II and then the cold war system which 
divided the continent - has become an eco¬ 
nomic giant embracing 380 million people. 

The aim of the EU’s leading bureaucrats and 
top politicians is clear. Wim Duisenberg, the 
first president of the European Central Bank, 
says economic and monetary union “is, and 
was always, a stepping stone on the way to a 
united Europe”. Germany's Joscheka Fischer 
is also of the opinion that there must be a 
“translation from a union of states to a fed¬ 
eration”. The Bundesbank issued statements 
in 1990 and 1992, arguing that monetary un¬ 
ion had of necessity to be followed by politi¬ 
cal union. Otmar Issing, the chief economist 
of the ECB, notes: “There is no example in his¬ 
tory of a lasting monetary union that was not 
linked to one state” (quotes from A Brown 
The euro: should Britain join ? Cambridge 
2001,pp73-74). 

Global role 

Through presiding over the process of unifi¬ 
cation, the EU bureaucracy is confident that 
by 2010 Europe will not only possess a greatly 
expanded membership but have far out¬ 
stripped the US in terms of GDR By stream¬ 
lining this huge political-economic bloc and 
putting it under centralised direction comes 
the possibility of the EU playing a determin¬ 
ing global role and thereby gorging itself on 
the whole planet’s human and natural re¬ 
sources as the imperialist top dog. 

Meanwhile militarily and politically the EU 
punches far below its economic weight. It re¬ 
sembles something like the 13 confederated 
American states before 1787 - the parts are 
more important than the whole. The EU is an 
amalgam of unevenly developed states. But 
the grain of development is not hard to dis¬ 
cern: wider, in the form of honeymoon candi¬ 
dates like Poland, Hungary and the Czech 
Republic; deeper, in the form of enhanced 
politico-legal institutions. The EU already has 
the European Central Bank, a council of min¬ 
isters, the European Commission, an elected 
parliament and a European Court of Justice. 
But how wide and how deep? That essentially 
is the question being asked in Bmssels by the 
EU’s constitutional convention. 

The convention is reportedly seeing a “bat¬ 
tle between pro- and anti-federalists”. How¬ 
ever the pro-federalists have the “biggest 
firepower” and count France and Germany 
among their number (BBC News Online, Feb¬ 
ruary 27 2002). Evidently the Giscard d’Estaing 
“skeleton” shows that the balance lies firmly 
with the pro-federalists. 

Commitment to an “ever closer union” is to 
be ended on paper. But the convention also 
envisages ending the national veto in certain 
key areas such as taxation and asylum. Fur¬ 
thermore the EU is to be given a single legal 
personality. Proposals exist to protect 
subsidiarity - the principle that decisions 


should be made at the lowest appropriate level. 
However, the group responsible for defence 
matters is looking towards instituting an EU 
“undertaking of common defence similar to 
Nato’s article five, as well as an agency for joint 
arms procurement and research”. Member- 
states would be given a minimum annual tar¬ 
get to spend on the armed forces. 

Fomier Irish prime minister John Bruton, as 
the head of the group looking at internal af¬ 
fairs, has mooted the controversial idea of a 
“common border guard”. On foreign affairs 
there is a proposal to unite the EU’s divided 
approach under a single commissioner who 
would be responsible to the member-states. 
Britain and France reportedly prefer giving an 
extensive foreign policy role to a president of 
the EU council. 

The European constitution is designed to 
inspire supranational loyalty. Giscard 
d’Estaing's preamble is to be drawn in part 
from the French Revolution’s ‘Rights of man’ 
and the US declaration of independence. 
There will be fine words and talk of human 
dignity, the rule of law, tolerance and funda¬ 
mental rights. The EU is described as a “un¬ 
ion of European states which, while retaining 
their national identities, closely coordinate 
their policies at the European level, and ad¬ 
minister certain common competencies on a 
federal basis”. Giscard d’Estaing has even 
suggested a name change to the United States 
of Europe or simply United Europe and a sys¬ 
tem of dual citizenship - home country and EU. 

The draft constitution mentions the possi¬ 
bility of putting in place procedures for vol¬ 
untary withdrawal from the EU. An innovation. 
At present there are no provisions for opting 
out. Plans for the “possibility of establishing 
a Congress of the Peoples of Europe” - com¬ 
bining the EU and national parliaments - has 
also been floated, along with appointing a 
president of the EU states as well as the EU 
council. 

Naturally the little-Britain, anti-EU press 
enjoyed a field day. The Times condemned the 
constitutional draft as federalist to the core and 
thundered that it “severely circumscribes the 
meaning of statehood”. The Daily Telegraph 
wanted that the government would swallow 
too many of Giscard d’Estaing’s proposals: 
“The danger is that Blair, like his predecessors, 
will go along with the bad in the hope of re¬ 
taining influence on the continent.” True to 
foim, the Daily Express wrote of a “slippery 
slope - leading to Britain becoming part of a 
federal republic”. The Daily Mail gave the par¬ 
liamentary Tory Patty’s representative on the 
constitutional convention, Heathcote- 
Amory, a full page to paint his nightmarish 
vision of the EU’s future. Britain is a mere 
member of United Europe - worse, the BBC 
becomes the “European Broadcasting Or¬ 
ganisation”, income tax is set at 70% and kilo¬ 
metres are used on motorway signs - “miles 
are just a distant memory” (quotes October 
29). 

Hyperbole and lurid chauvinism aside, it is 
clear as day that the anti-EU press are right. 
British sovereignty and independence are 
being steadily eroded. But what history poses 
is not some atavistic harking back to a semi- 
mythical past. The British empire can never 
return. Nor can British independence. Britain 
cannot operate effectively in the world alone. 
Nor can Germany, France, Italy or the other 
EU countries. Only together can they hope 
to compete with and rival the US and Japan. 

The real question before us is what sort of 
EU? Is the EU to evolve into a quasi-demo¬ 
cratic superstate, as proposed by Giscard 
d’Estaing? Or can those below pursue their 
own agenda and create an EU which embod¬ 
ies extreme democracy? 

Whether European unity is to be federal or 
confederal, at present it is not being brought 
about under the direct or indirect impact of 
working class self-activity - as envisaged by 
Marxists such as Fredrick Engels, Karl Kaut- 
sky and Leon Trotsky. EU unity is proceed¬ 
ing fitfully through a whole series of tortuous, 
behind-the-scenes compromises and make¬ 
shift deals, hatched between member-govern¬ 
ments - all presided over by an unelected EU 
bureaucratic elite. Indeed there can be no 
doubt that the whole project is moving accord¬ 
ing to tlie rhythm, requirements and restric¬ 
tions imposed by capital. So the working class 
has no reason whatsoever to endorse, ap¬ 
plaud or join with either the EU federalists or 
those who stubbornly defend state rights and 
call for a looser confederation. 
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Capitalism is attempting to organise Europe 
into a blood bank - a huge source of surplus 
value, ever ready to meet its vampirish needs. 
That must, and will, call forth a working class 
alternative. The working class has never been 
simply a passive victim. The power of capital 
has always been confronted by the power of 
labour. Moreover, our class is ascendant. His¬ 
tory is on our side. After World War II capital 
could only maintain itself through a far-reach¬ 
ing historical compromise - the social demo¬ 
cratic state. And with each year that passes 
capitalism becomes ever more impossible and 
riven with contradictions. Hence, whereas 
Giscard d’Estaing and the EU’s constitutional 
convention is proposing half-democratic 
measures and palliatives, we require our al¬ 
ternative that can help create the objective and 
subjective conditions for the epochal transi¬ 
tion from capitalism to communism. 

Communists wish in general to bring about 
the closest voluntary unity of peoples - and 
in the biggest state units at that. All the better 
to conduct the struggle of class against class 
and prepare the wide ground needed for so¬ 
cialism. Hence the formulation: ‘To the extent 
the EU becomes a superstate, the working 
class must unify its resistance and organisa¬ 
tion across Europe” (J Conrad Towards a 
Socialist Alliance party London 2001, pl52). 

That explains why we are far from indiffer¬ 
ent about the EU constitutional convention 
and the bureaucratic-bourgeois project of uni¬ 
fying Europe. The call from left-nationalist re¬ 
formists, ‘official communism’ and various 
Trotskyites and sub-Trotskyites to pull the 
UK out of the EU because it is a “bosses’ 
club”, or because it is not “socialist”, is a blun¬ 
dering mix of political illiteracy and intellectual 
bankruptcy. One might just as well suggest 
pulling the working class out of Britain. 

In the 18th and 19th century there were, of 
course, those Utopians who argued that com¬ 
munists should have nothing to do with bour¬ 
geois society. It was by definition a capitalist 
or “bosses’ club”. They established colonies 
in the Americas which would practise equal¬ 
ity and fraternity. Suffice to say, they were ill- 
fated. All failed. And not surprisingly Marxism 
has consistently criticised such schemas. The 
utopian communists’ denunciation of capital¬ 
ism provided wonderful ammunition. How¬ 
ever, opting out of the struggle within 
capitalism was attacked as tantamount to 
surrender. 

Capitalism and the capitalist state as it his¬ 
torically presents itself in the here and now is 
where the sociahst-communist project starts. 
The journey begins not with the destination, 
but the first step. So we begin with the capi¬ 
talist EU. There can be doubt that European 


integration, through the Maastricht and Am¬ 
sterdam treaties, is, as the Socialist Workers 
Party-International Socialist Group majority 
wing of the Socialist Alliance states, the “cen¬ 
tral project of the European employers”. Nor 
can it be denied that the EU is an “anti-work¬ 
ing class project” aimed at increasing the ex¬ 
ploitation of European workers in order that 
European capital can “compete more effec¬ 
tively in world markets”. The EU “bosses’ 
club’ ’ aims to ‘ ‘maximise job flexibility’ ’ and ‘ ‘in¬ 
crease the power of the bosses in the work¬ 
place”. To that end EU institutions have been 
made as “undemocratic” as possible, with an 
“unaccountable” ECB, etc (quotes from SWP- 
ISG motion to October 12 2002 Socialist Alli¬ 
ance conference on the euro). 

Yet from these elementary - and uncontro- 
versial observations - it is quite perverse to 
claim that a ‘no’ referendum vote on the euro 
follows. Naturally, being sincere socialists, the 
SWP-ISG majority say their campaign will 
shun xenophobes and chauvinists and pro¬ 
mote demands such as ‘For a workers’ Europe, 
not a bosses’ Europe’ and ‘No to Fortress 
Europe’ - there was a two to one majority at 
the SA's October conference favouring a ‘no’ 
campaign as against an active boycott. But, 
try as you might, you will find no programme 
outlining how to achieve a workers’ Europe 
other than rejecting the bosses’ Europe. There 
is no logically established linkage joining 
means to ends. Just saying ‘no’ to the euro 
and the bosses’ Europe does not lead to a 
workers’ Europe. 

Glory days 

The EU is an undemocratic “bosses’ club” 
and the introduction of the euro will be accom¬ 
panied by further attacks on the working class. 
There is no difference here. But, instead of 
joining with the Tories, the Murdoch press, 
the British National Party and the national 
socialist left and opting for the pound and 
dreams of a return to long-gone glory days, 
communists take up the weapons of organi¬ 
sation and democracy. 

We argue for a social Europe, within which 
the political power and economic interests of 
the broad masses - albeit initially under capi¬ 
talism - are qualitatively advanced. To bring 
forward these immediate ends the following 
seven demands, specifically concerning the 
EU, are presented: 

1. For a republican United States of Europe. 
No to Giscard d’Estaing’s EU monarchical 
president. No to the EU senate, a second 
chamber, proposed by Tony Blair. Abolish the 
council of ministers and sack the unelected 
commissioners. For a single-chamber execu¬ 
tive and legislative continental congress of the 


peoples of Europe, elected by universal suf¬ 
frage and proportional representation. 

2. Nationalise all banks in the EU and put the 
ECB under the direct, democratic control of 
the European congress. No to the stability 
pact and spending limits. Stop privatisation 
and so-called private finance initiatives. End 
subsidies to, and tax breaks for, big business. 
Tax income and capital. Abolish VAT. Yes to 
workers’ control over big business and the 
overall direction of the economy. Yes to a 
massive programme of house-building and 
public works. 

3. For the levelling up of wages and social 
provisions. For a maximum 35-hour week and 
a common minimum income. End all anti-trade 
union laws. For the right to organise and the 
right to strike. For top quality healthcare, hous¬ 
ing and education, allocated according to 
need. Abolish all restrictions on abortion. 
Fight for substantive equality between men 
and women. 

4. End the Common Agricultural Policy. Stop 
all subsidies for big farms and the ecological 
destruction of the countryside. Nationalise all 
land. Temporary relief for small farmers. Green 
the cities. Free urban public transport. Create 
extensive wildernesses areas - forests, 
marshes, heath land - for the preservation and 
rehabilitation of animal and plant life and the 
enjoyment and fulfilment of the population. 

5. No to the Rapid Reaction Force, Nato and 
all standing armies. Yes to a popular demo¬ 
cratic militia, equipped with the most advanced 
and destructive weaponry. 

6. No to ‘Fortress Europe’. Yes to the free 
movement of people into and out of the EU. 
For citizenship and voting rights for all who 
have been resident in the EU for longer than 
six months. 

7. For the closest coordination of all working 
class forces in the EU. Promote EU-wide in¬ 
dustrial unions - eg, railways, energy, commu¬ 
nications, engineering, civil service, print and 
media. For a democratic and effective EU Trade 
Union Congress. For the closest possible EU 
Socialist Alliance as part of the process of 
establishing a single, centralised, revolution¬ 
ary party: ie, the Communist Party of the Eu¬ 
ropean Union. 

Armed with such a continental-wide pro¬ 
gramme, a social Europe, the United Socialist 
States of Europe, can be realised. By taking 
the lead over every democratic shortcoming, 
by coordinating our defensive and offensive 
activity, by building upon our strength and 
extending our room for manoeuvre through 
securing far-reaching economic and political 
gains, the “bosses’ club” can become a work¬ 
ers’ club* 

Jack Conrad 
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Problems 


Jack Conrad 


■ Which road? 

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to 
serve those in the workers’ movement who had no interest in 
revolution, those who preferred compromise with capitalism 
rather than its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of Peter 
Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting 
a revolutionary programme. 

£6.95/€ll 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the 
USSR from Stalin’s monocratic dictatorship to the twists and 
turns of Gorbachev’s perestroika and Yeltsin’s counter-coup. 
Throughout there is a stress on the necessity of democracy. 

£6.95/€ll 

■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral work. 
Particular attention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism 
and their strategy for revolution. Vital for Socialist Alliance ac¬ 
tivists. 

£4.95/€7.75 


Meeting the challenge of unity 


■ Problems of communist organisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and central¬ 
ism? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historically 
significant argument against a disgruntled minority who de¬ 
serted the CPGB in 1992. 


£4.95/€7.75 


M any on the left in Britain view 
Europe, the European Union and 
the euro with trepidation, verging on 
terror. By joining the eurozone, Britain 
will lose the last vestiges of its sover¬ 
eignty and fall under the thrall of an 
unelected and unaccountable European 
Central Bank. 

The euro is supposedly the nuclear 
weapon in the hands of big business 
and those who want an EU capitalist 
superstate. Once the euro replaces the 
pound, the ability of the working class to 
exert its strength will be severely 
reduced, some say to vanishing point. 
Meanwhile in Italy, Germany, Spain, 
France, Portugal, Greece, etc, the class 
struggle continues unabated. 

The outlook of this left owes more to 
nationalism than internationalism. Their 
socialism is British or, even more risible, 
Scottish. 

However, there is another tradition. 
The tradition of Karl Marx, Fredrick 
Engels, Karl Kautsky, Vladimir Lenin, 
Leon Trotsky and Rosa Luxemburg. They 
viewed the voluntary union of peoples, 
and especially the working class, into 
the largest state units as being both 
something progressive and something 
to be actively engaged with. Against the 
Balkanisation imposed upon a ruined 
Europe after World War I, the Commu¬ 
nist International called for a United 


Socialist States of Europe at the urging 
of Trotsky. 

In Europe - meeting the challenge of 
continental unity Jack Conrad defends 
and develops that tradition - especially 
in light of the prospect of an EU which 
by 2004 is expected to have 25 member- 
states and a population of 450 million. 
Such a state formation - if it is central¬ 
ised - can rival the United States politi¬ 
cally as well as economically. 

The working class must learn from 
history if it to positively shape the future 
in its own interests. What Marx, Engels, 
Kautsky, Lenin, Trotsky, Luxemburg and 
others had to say in past centuries still 
carries lessons for us today. 

When it comes to the euro, instead of 
choosing between the ‘yes’ and ‘no’ 
factions of the capitalist political 
establishment, what is required is 
independent working class politics. That 
also applies to the EU itself. 

Jack Conrad argues that in order to 
realise the aim of a United Socialist 
States of Europe the left parties and 
revolutionary factions of the working 
class must be united around a pro¬ 
gramme of radically transforming the 
EU. Our twin watchwords must be 
extreme democracy and giving democ¬ 
racy a definite social content. 

Organisation at the highest level and 
unity in action are vital for success. The 


working class of Europe needs, he says, 
a single combat party - a Communist 
Party of the European Union. An 
important step in that direction would be 
a European Socialist Alliance • 

David Sherrief 


europe 

moeiing the challenge | of continental unity 



Europe: meeting the challenge of continen¬ 
tal unity - £5/€8. From the CPGB address. 
Add £1/€1.50 for post and packing 


■ A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory govern¬ 
ment’s 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class self¬ 
activity and socialism. Arthur Scargill famously disowned it. 

£1.00/€1.50 

■ Towards a Socialist Alliance party 

Jack Conrad’s book argues for the Socialist Alliance to move to 
a higher organisational and political stage. Drawing on an ex¬ 
tensive study of history, this work presents the ways and means 
of arriving at that end. 

£7.00/€ll 

Buy all 6 books for £23/€36 and save £8.80/€l4 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 


Please send me a copy of: 

Which road? □ 

From October to August □ 

In the enemy camp □ 

Problems of communist organisation □ 
A plan for miners □ 

Towards a Socialist Alliance party □ 


I enclose a cheque, payable to CPGB, for 

£/€ __ 

Name_ 

Add ress_ 


Email_ 

Please return to CPGB address 
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EUROPEAN SOCIAL FORUM 

Step forward for unity 



What we need: 

• a democratically elected and 
accountable ESF leadership that 
can take decisions and act. 

• a joint programme to challenge 
the Europe of capital and its 
bureaucrats, as well as our own 
national ruling classes. 

• the recognition that coordinating 
our campaigns and activities is not 
just a nice idea, but vital. We need 
continent-wide campaigns, strikes 
and demonstrations against cuts, 
privatisations, war and all attacks 
on our class and the democratic 
rights it has won. 


Political parties kept under wraps 


T his week sees the first gathering of 
the European Social Forum. After 
almost a year of monthly prepara¬ 
tory meetings and the exchange of hun¬ 
dreds of emails, many thousands of left- 
wing militants and critics of neoliberal 
capitalism finally meet together. 

The ESF - Florence November 6-10 - 
gives us a great opportunity. It could 
become a vehicle to overcome the divi¬ 
sion of the left along national lines. It 
could start to effectively challenge the 
European Union of the bankers, bosses 
and bureaucrats. It could help transform 
the working class in Europe into a con¬ 
scious internationalist class - a class that 
not only fights for its own vital interests, 
but those of humanity as a whole. But 
will it? 

Our enemies are uniting against us. 
The ruling classes of Europe are turning 
the EU into a superstate, complete with 
its own flag, currency and perhaps in the 
not too distant future an army. They are 
debating an EU constitution and more 
and more functions of individual states 
are being taken on by the EU. 

So how are the existing organisations 
of the working class responding? So far 
all have failed the test. There is next to 
no coordination across Europe: only 
hopeless attempts to produce clones 
from the parental confessional sect - a 
mockery of genuine internationalism. 

In this respect, the ESF is a step for¬ 
ward. Its preparatory meetings have al¬ 
ready drawn together the serious 
organisations of the left across Europe. 
There were hardly any NGOs present, 
and no environmentalists, no anarchists. 
The organisation for the event is all down 
to Europe's revolutionary groups - in the 
main Italy’s Rifondazione Comunista. 
Apart from organisations like Attac - who 
are still in the process of actually defin¬ 
ing what the point of their existence is - 
the ESF has also attracted a range of 
trade unions, many of whom have offi¬ 
cially affiliated. 

This is a start, but it is not enough. As 
a matter of urgency we need to start to 
work towards a Socialist Alliance of the 
European Union and a Communist Party 
of the EU. 

The unity of Europe is - even under 
capitalism - progressive. To say this is not 
to foster illusions in Blair, Berlusconi or 
Prodi - they intend to create a bureau¬ 
cratic, undemocratic Europe in the inter¬ 
ests of capital. We, on the contrary, fight 
for extreme democracy and the greatest 
influence of the working class upon 
every aspect of the EU. 

A united Europe brings the working 
class together, objectively and - if we 
revolutionaries do work properly - sub¬ 
jectively through a common political pro¬ 
gramme. Capitalism too creates its own 
gravedigger in the fomi of the proletariat. 
European integration too creates a po¬ 
tentially hugely powerful enemy for capi¬ 
tal. The working class in Europe 
organised into a revolutionary party. Our 
job is to cement a united core capable of 
making that a reality. 

A Socialist Alliance of the European 
Union could unite us all on a higher or¬ 
ganisational level. As the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance in England proves, groups with very 
different political ideas can work closely 
together. Democracy, transparency and 
the right to publish minority viewpoints 
are crucial for this. 

Unfortunately, there will be no official 
Socialist Alliance presence at the forums 
in Florence. At the final preparatory meet¬ 
ing in Barcelona, the CPGB’s Anne Me 
Shane suggested that the SA should 
have a speaker at the only meeting in 
which political parties are allowed to of¬ 
ficially participate. The draft for this meet¬ 
ing, entitled ‘Movements and political 
parties’, had Chris Nineham from the 
SWP down to speak on behalf of the 


SWP’s front organisation. Globalise Re¬ 
sistance. 

Representatives from the CPGB ar¬ 
gued that the Socialist Alliance should 
in fact be the group representing Britain. 
You might have expected that the SWP, 
which already has a number of individual 
comrades speaking as part of the main 
programme, would have pushed for the 
Socialist Alliance to speak in this forum. 
But the reaction of leading SWP mem¬ 
bers after the meeting showed how 
wrong you would be. An irate and agi¬ 
tated Alex Callinicos berated us for 
launching an “unprincipled attack on 
Chris Nineham” and informed us that we 
were “unaccountable and opportunist 
sectarians". He then mshed off, refusing 
to discuss this with us, and we were 
blanked by the SWP for the rest of the 
weekend’s meeting. 

If the ESF and the project of European 
left unity are to succeed, a bold lead is 
called for. At present, there are few or¬ 
ganisations that have the influence, 
cadre and political strength to spark the 
process of left unity. Comrades in Rifon¬ 
dazione Comunista have shown that they 
take the question seriously, but more is 
needed • 


P articipation of political parties has 
become the most controversial 
issue within the ESF. It goes back to a 
ruling by the international council of 
the World Social Forum. 

This council was set up after the first 
WSF in January 2001 in Brazil and has 
taken the lead in establishing regional 
bodies like the European Social Forum. 
Its composition is a little arbitrary, to 
say the least. The secretariat is 
dominated by the Brazilian Workers 
Party- It consists of eight Brazilian 
comrades, who have taken it upon 
themselves to appoint 68 further 
council members. None of the 76 have 
been elected at any time. Nor are they 
accountable to anybody. 

But that has not stopped them 
producing the ‘Charter of principles’, 
which everybody who wants to take 
part in any social forum anywhere in 
the world must abide by. The interna¬ 
tional council has ruled that the 
regional forums cannot make any real 
decisions or produce any documents. 
So the ESF in Florence will discuss the 
‘Charter of social rights’ - but we can 
only talk about it: we cannot vote on it 
- or any other aspect of programme. 

The charier also states that political 
parties cannot take part in the ESF - 
there is no distinction between 
revolutionary communist organisa¬ 
tions on the one hand and on the other 
hand Tony Blair’s Labour Party or 
general Musharaf’s military govern¬ 
ment in Pakistan: “Neither party 
representations nor military organisa¬ 
tions shall participate in the forum. 
Government leaders and members of 
legislatures who accept the commit¬ 
ments of this charter may be invited to 
participate in a personal capacity." 

That means in practice that the CPGB 
has been unable to organise a seminar' 
or send an official speaker to any of 
the forums. 

This is of course daft if one consid¬ 
ers the role of socialist and communist 
parties across Europe. They are at the 
heart of organising the anti-capitalist 
sentiment, especially in France, Spain 
and Italy. The foundations for the ESF 
were laid by the huge demonstrations 
of Genoa and Rome. The ESF takes 
place in Florence, precisely because 


the Italian workers’ movement is so 
highly organised and political and has 
produced Rifondazione Comunista. 

It has been argued that the ban was 
necessary to safeguard the forums 
from parties that are or were part of 
neoliberal governments and who 
without a doubt are interested in 
infiltrating and neutralising the 
movement 

In reality, the formulation will not 
protect us from the right. Quite the 
opposite: it actually makes it easier for 
social democratic organisations to 
infiltrate. It would be much better to 
confront these parlies openly and 
challenge their politics in Florence in 
front of the movement. Social demo¬ 
cratic and green parties will participate 
in any case - surely it would be 
preferable for the movement to know 
where and who they are. 

People are not stupid. If somebody 
does not want to be ‘exposed’ to the 
politics of the German PDS or the 
Greens there is one easy solution - do 
not go to their meetings. That only 
works of course if we know who is a 
member of which party. Banning 
parties will serve to obscure and 
confuse the politics. 

Bigger parties have no problem in 
getting their message across - even if 
they do not appeal' officially in the 
programme. The Brazilian PT comrades 
have effectively been running the 
WSF. They financed and organised it - 
and were able to use the forum for their 
own political purposes. In Italy, 
Tuscany and the city of Florence both 
have centre-left governments, where 
the Democratic Left (DS) - the former 
‘official communist’ party and now 
virtually indistinguishable for Britain's 
New Labour - has donated hundreds 
of thousands of euros to the running 
of the ESF. The castle, where most of 
the meetings will take place, has been 
offered free of charge. Dozens of local 
schools and halls have been provided 
as free accommodation. The DS aims 
to make political capital out of the 
occasion. 

This would be less unacceptable if 
they were honest about it. But instead 
they hide their party affiliation and 
pretend that they are simply ‘part of 


the movement’. 

It is the smaller communist and 
socialist parties that have in fact 
actually been excluded from the ESF. 
They have to hide behind NGOs or 
other non-party formations in order to 
be able to participate. In reality, this 
simply encourages and rewards 
dishonesty. SWP comrades identify 
themselves only as Globalise Resist¬ 
ance (which has, according to leading 
GR member Chris Nineham. “only 100 
or so real members”). There are to be a 
number of SWP speakers on various 
platforms and dozens of members of 
Rifondazione Comunista are booked 
for seminars and conferences - not, 
however, under the names of their 
organisations. 

Unfortunately, Rifondazione 
Comunista has also been infected by 
the anti-party bug. For months, it did 
not criticise the ‘no political parties’ 
formulation at all, but has actually been 
instrumental in defending it, although 
RC’s motivation is undoubtedly 
different from the DS’s or PT’s. It just 
seems that the comrades are taking 
their policy of ‘contaminating’ the 
movement a little too far. Alfio Nicotra, 
for example, a leading member of 
Rifondazione, stated in one of the 
preparatory meetings that “any 
political party that is integral to the 
movement would have no interest in 
promoting itself - only the movement”. 

So, at the first few preparatory 
meetings for the ESF, the comrades 
from Italy actually argued against the 
participation of political parties and 
stated that parties would not even be 
allowed to organise or take part 


officially in any of the 200 or so small 
autonomous workshops held in the 
afternoons. “If we want to use the 
name ‘Social Forum’ we have to 
comply with the regulations of the 
WSF and they are very clear,” comrade 
Stefano from Rifondazione explained at 
the preparatory meeting in July. 
“Political parties cannot organise any 
meetings.” 

Most participants in the ESF 
criticised and challenged this at the 
various preparatory meetings - and it 
seems clear that further challenges to 
the rather clandestinely agreed charter 
are only a matter of time. After a few 
months’ pressure, the Italian comrades 
bowed before the overwhelming mood 
of the participating organisations. 

They went to the WSF - and encoun¬ 
tered a lot of tr ouble. There were 
meetings that lasted for hours, in 
which delegations from both sides 
tried to resolve the situation. 

A compromise was finally reached: 
political parties will be allowed to 
participate in and organise workshops 
only. But the workshops themselves 
have since been sidelined. Organisa¬ 
tions were only given two days’ notice 
of the venue before the start of the 
ESF. Many workshops will be miles 
away from the main site. 

The Social Forum offers a historic 
chance to unite the left on a global 
scale. But we need to learn from our 
past: without democratic and open 
decision-making at all levels the project 
will not survive. It is clearly impossible 
to keep political parties out of the 
process of remaking the left • 

Tina Becker 


CPGB workshops 

November 8,2pm - ‘A chance for left unity: the European 
elections 2004’. 

November 8,5pm - ‘The need for a Socialist Alliance and 
Communist Party of the European Union’. 

Centro Sociale Arci Sorgane, Via Tagliamento 2, Florence. 

Visit the Weekly Worker stall in the Padiglione Centrale hall: 
stall No8, first floor. 
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BRAZIL 


Lula victory 

Fight for class independence 


A s confidently predicted by most ob¬ 
servers, Luiz Inacio ‘Lula’ da Silva, 
presidential candidate of a class col¬ 
laborationist bloc between the Workers Party 
(PT), and the Liberal Party of his running mate, 
rightwing industrialist Jose Alencar, won the 
second round of the Brazilian election on 
October 27. 

The PT/Liberal ticket won convincingly, 
polling 61%, as against the opposing candi¬ 
date, Jose Serra of the bourgeois Social Demo¬ 
crats, who polled 38%. The result led to mass 
celebrations, singing and dancing in the 
streets of Rio de Janeiro and Sao Paulo by large 
numbers of jubilant Lula supporters. This elec¬ 
tion result is the first tune an ostensible left- 
wing government has held the reins of power 
in Brazil for over 40 years. 

The contradiction in this situation is quite 
stark. Lula is someone whose political record 
- as a working class opponent of military dic¬ 
tatorship and the founding leader of the PT, 
the first truly mass working class party in Bra¬ 
zilian history, and as a perceived opponent of 
neoliberalism - could create a number of diffi¬ 
culties for the new government and for capi¬ 
tal in Brazil. These leftist credentials are one 
thing - the deals Lula has made with the bosses 
and their parties, which mean that in practice 
any substantially pro-working class or egali¬ 
tarian programme from his administration is 
ruled out in advance, are quite another, and 
the clash between them among his mass base 
could lead to big problems. It is quite within 
the realms of possibility that Lula’s election 
could lead to a real crisis of expectations of 
the masses, a rapid disillusionment leading 
either to a rightward demoralisation of the 
PT's mass base or, on the other hand, con¬ 
ceivably a radicalisation of that base to the 
left. 

An article by Jonathan Steele in The Guard¬ 
ian - which mocked the contemptuous atti¬ 
tude of Tony Blair and New Labour towards 
the aspirations of the Brazilian working class 
and poor (no surprises there!) in refusing to 
even meet Lula on a trip to Brazil last year - in 
its own way accurately characterised the 
treachery behind Lula’s elevation to the bour¬ 
geois mainstream: “The irony is that Lula is 
more New Labour than old. After losing three 
previous presidential elections, the candidate 
of the Workers Party has won this time as ‘Lula 
lite’. He has modified his policies and his im¬ 
age. He chose a rich businessman who be¬ 
longs to a small rightwing party as his running 
mate. He signed a joint declaration with the 
Brazilian stock exchange, pledging to develop 
Brazil’s private pension funds. 

“Promising financial orthodoxy, he rules out 
any default on Brazil’s huge foreign debt and 
is committed to the deal that the outgoing 
centre-right president, Fernando Henrique 
Cardoso, made with the International Mon¬ 
etary Fund. It is rather like Gordon Brown’s 
pledge to maintain the Tories’ level of spend¬ 
ing in the first two years of Labour’s first tern. 
Lula may even follow Brown’s example and 
free the central bank from government con¬ 
trol. One of Lula’s top economic advisers re¬ 
cently visited the Bank of England to find out 
how the switch was made ...” (The Guardian 
October 29). 

Steele notes that Lula has been propelled 
into power by a wave of class sentiment by 
the working class and the Brazilian poor. Yet 
they will be frustrated by both the class col¬ 
laboration of the FT leadership and the con¬ 
stitutional set-up in Brazil. People who are 
impatient for change have high expectations, 
but are likely to be disappointed. Lula’s party 
has no majority in Congress and will probably 
join forces with outgoing president Cardoso’s 
party, giving Brazil a kind of grand coalition. 

Whatever the expectations of the masses, 
Lula has, for reasons of electoral opportun¬ 
ism and the desire for office at any price, sold 
himself to the capitalists by choosing to run 
on a joint ticket with the bourgeois Alencar. 
That bloc, which was the real political basis 
and programme that Da Silva stood on in the 




elections, was a violation of the very purpose 
for which the PT was formed in the 1980s - to 
give political expression to the Brazilian work¬ 
ers as a class. This betrayal of class independ¬ 
ence meant that genuinely class-conscious 
elements - those who refuse to capitulate to 
the illusions of the masses and defend instead 
the liistoiic necessity for independent work¬ 
ing class politics - could give no support to 
the Da Silva/Alencar presidential ticket. 

There was no way Lula could be distin¬ 
guished from his running mate in electoral 
terms - a vote for Lula was a vote for the whole 
PT/Liberal electoral ticket. Indeed, Lula is only 
one man - he is now set to govern Brazil not 
as the president of the PT, but rather of the 
PT/Liberal coalition. Since it was not possi¬ 
ble either to distinguish between the presiden¬ 
tial and vice-presidential candidate, or to split 
the unified presidential candidate ‘Lula’ into 
two pieces, one working class and one bour¬ 
geois, a vote for Lula was also a vote for the 
bosses. No matter what feverish illusions may 
exist at the base of the PT, this is the political 
reality. 

When Lula’s working class supporters re¬ 
alise the real implications of his promises to 
govern ‘responsibly’, and particularly to hon¬ 
our Brazil’s agreements with the IMF and the 
World Bank, and demand change, Lula will be 
able to point out that he was elected not as 
the candidate of the working class, but as part 
of an alliance with Alencar and the bourgeoi¬ 
sie. Therefore, the prime task of the genuine 
left in Brazil is to force the PT to break this al¬ 
liance and reassert the independence of the 
working class, which was the whole point of 
forming an independent Workers Party in the 
first place. If an opportunity emerges, in some 
future electoral contest, to force the PT into 
power without its coalition partners, and thus 


hold it responsible in front of the masses for 
its own class betrayals, the left should jump 
at the chance to so provoke a showdown with 
the treacherous PT leadership. 

If, one way or another, a break with class 
collaboration is not made, then major defeats 
are likely, indeed at a certain level inevitable, 
for the Brazilian working class movement. 
Since the formation of the PT in the 1980s, it 
has evolved very much on a parallel track 
with traditional social democracy, to the point 
where it has moved from the ‘parliamentary 
road to socialism’ of some of the more left- 
wing trends in traditional social democracy 
(not least, of course, those in Latin America, 
of which Chile’s Salvador Allende was the 
personification) to now making overt com¬ 
promises not merely with the bourgeoisie in 
parliamentary temis (as did Allende) but also 
of adopting elements of the neoliberal project 
as its own. 

There must be a political struggle against 
all these varied trends of betrayal: reformism, 
class collaboration and this kind of neoliberal 
‘ social-ism’, which in a country like Brazil, rife 
with extreme inequalities and mass poverty, 
can only bring min to millions. The struggle 
against the Lula/Alencar presidency and the 
PT/Liberal coalition must be a lever for the for¬ 
mation of a consistently revolutionary current 
within the mass base of the PT. 

There is a ciying need for a genuinely work¬ 
ing class party in Brazil, a party that will fight 
consistently for the interests of the poor, of 
the landless, of the indigenous peoples - 
above all of the powerful and growing Brazil¬ 
ian working class. Exactly how such a party 
can be bom is a matter that can only be deter¬ 
mined by concrete experience. At this point it 
is not clear how the mass base of the PT will 
react to the experience of Lula in this coalition 


Mass base but 
Luiz Inacio ‘Lula’ 
da Silva is 
president of a 
left-right 
partnership 


of class betrayal. 

Will the PT be consolidated as a bourgeois 
workers’ party analogous to the social demo¬ 
cratic parties of more conventional stamp that 
have misled and betrayed the working class, 
particularly in Europe, for most of the past 
century? Or will there be a mass reaction 
against the inevitable attacks and betrayals, 
a reaction by the base of the PT that, chan¬ 
nelling itself through the party itself, will force 
out the initial, now corrupted, leadership? 
Such a reaction could put the PT on the road 
to becoming a genuine working class party, a 
party capable of developing a revolutionary 
outlook and programme - a genuine Commu¬ 
nist Party that can unite all the real class fight¬ 
ers in Brazil into one political fist. 

This question has not yet been decided by 
history. But it is certainly on the agenda. In 
any case, whether or not it arises from the 
current situation regarding the PT. Brazil needs 
such a party. One that defends a revolution¬ 
ary programme and digs deep roots in the 
masses, one that bases itself on the watch¬ 
word, ‘Freedom of criticism, unity in action’. 

With the emergence of the PT as the mass 
party of the proletariat and the oppressed in 
Brazil over the last couple of decades, its evo¬ 
lution has now become the strategic question 
for the whole left. Lula’s presidency poses that 
question, as well as the question of the popu¬ 
lar front and class collaboration in general, in 
a particularly sharp form. 

There are dangers for socialists and com¬ 
munists. On the one hand that of being sucked 
into the political wake of the PT leadership, of 
giving it a left cover - those sections of the 
left who, enthusing over the illusions of the 
oppressed in Lula, have simply posed the key 
task in this period as fighting for a Lula vic¬ 
tory in the current elections are in danger of 
sacrificing the real programme of class inde¬ 
pendence for the sake of being part of the 
‘movement’. On the other hand, a symmetri¬ 
cally wrong en'or would be to write off the real 
potential of the PT’s mass base to embrace a 
consistently revolutionary, working class pro¬ 
gramme and perspective. 

The left needs to develop its strategic co¬ 
herence by uniting around a revolutionary 
programme, and to elaborate a tactical ap¬ 
proach that steers between these opportun¬ 
ist and sectarian dangers to take advantage 
of the opportunities that the experience of the 
Lula/Alencar presidency will undoubtedly 
bring for the growth of a consistently social¬ 
ist, revolutionary current in Brazil • 

Ian Donovan 
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SCARGILLS PARTY 
Simon Harvey of the SLP 


Socialist Labour endorses 


The SLP’s 
most 

celebrated 
dissident 
voice 
reports on 
the 

November 

2-3 

congress 


T he Socialist Labour Party’s 5th Con¬ 
gress, held in London's Conway Hall, 
saw the ultra-Stalinites - whose alliance 
with newly re-elected president Arthur Scar- 
gill has become increasingly uneasy over re¬ 
cent months - gain substantial ground. 

Aided by the fact that every member was 
invited to attend (in effect given delegate sta¬ 
tus), in circumstances where SLP member¬ 
ship as a whole continues to decline, 
hard-line worshippers of JV Stalin accounted 
for more than half of the 130 or so who turned 
up. As a result, they were able to win a nar¬ 
row majority on the national executive com¬ 
mittee. 

Although it would be wrong to say that 
the Scargill-Stalinite alliance is now at an end. 
the internal tensions between the various 
forces mean that things are likely to become 
more and more fraught. The dwindling num¬ 
bers of old Labourites, Scargillite trade un¬ 
ionists, single-issue campaigners and more 
moderate ex-‘official communists’ have been 
expressing their displeasure at what they see 
as a takeover of the party and forced Scargill 
to attempt to create some distance between 
himself and the ultra-Stalinites. 

These tensions burst into the open over 
the weekend. They resulted in Scargill’s first 
ever defeat on congress floor in the six-and- 
a-half-year history of the SLP. This came - 
symbolically - in a debate on North Korea. 
John McLeod of Brighton Pavilion Constitu¬ 
ency Socialist Labour Party moved a motion 
opposing US actions against the ‘Demo¬ 
cratic People’s Republic’, the first four para¬ 
graphs of which were by and large 
supportable by any socialist or anti-imperi¬ 
alist. The final paragraph, however, called for 
the continued fostering of “good relations 
with the Workers’ Party of Korea” and the 
DPRK - the hereditary dictatorship over the 
proletariat founded by Kim II Sung and now 
headed by his son Kim Jong II. 

An amendment from Crawley CSLP sought 
to delete this paragraph. While expressing 
solidarity with the “people of the DPRK in 
their heroic stmggle against US imperialism”, 
it denounced the “cult of personality” and 
“extreme veneration” of the monarchical re¬ 
gime as “irrational”. Karl Stewart stated that 
he fully supported ‘‘people’s Korea”, but 
“the idea that one individual should be dei¬ 
fied is at odds with our principles”. 

Harpal Brar, a prominent figure in the Sta¬ 
lin Society and Indian Workers Association, 
editor of Lalkar and de facto leader of the 
SLP ultra-Stalinites, strode to the micro¬ 
phone. The amendment, he said, was an “ab¬ 
stract and idealist” distraction. It was 
permissible to advise the North Korean ‘com¬ 
rades’ - in private - that “there are certain 
things that do not go down well in our coun¬ 
try”, but there should be no question of tell¬ 
ing them what to do or openly criticising 
them. 

The role of individual leaders is important, 
he continued - for example, everybody 
knows that the SLP would not exist but for 
one man. Just as Brar supports Scargill and 
recognises his contribution to the cause of 
the working class, so it is with Kim II Sung: 
“I salute him. I call him Great Leader.” 

Then it was the turn of Scargill himself. 
Whereas up to this point he had, whenever 
he considered it necessary, directed com¬ 
rades uncertain how to vote by announcing 
from the platfomi the NEC recommendation 
at the end of each debate, on this occasion 
for dramatic effect he came down to the floor 
- to be introduced as the “delegate from 
Barnsley Central” by chair Linda Muir. 

“I support the amendment,” he declared. 
“Not that long ago, we supported Brezhnev 
and Gorbachev, who sold out the Russian 
Revolution.” Kim II Sung “spent millions of 
dollars on a birthday party” for his son, while 
the North Korean “people were starving”. 
He concluded: “I don’t support the cult of 
personality - whether it’s Joseph Stalin, Kim 


II Sung or Arthur Scargill.” 

This tactical stroke of intervening during 
the debate instead of at the end did not turn 
out too well for Arthur. He was followed by 
two speakers who spoke against him in ve¬ 
hement terms. Blanch Carpenter was out¬ 
raged by this “ultimate insult to the Korean 
people. Our general secretary has the nerve 
to criticise Kim II Sung” - who was “not a 
normal person”, but the creator of the Juche 
concept. Comrade Carpenter recounted how 
she had recently spoken with the survivors 
of the North Korean football team in Mid¬ 
dlesbrough - scene of their victory over Italy 
in the 1996 World Cup. When the Great 
Leader had asked them to try and win a cou¬ 
ple of games, they told her they had wept. 

Replying to the debate, comrade McLeod 

- who, together with Carpenter, had been a 
member of the SLP delegation to North Ko¬ 
rea last year - decried the opposition to the 
cult of personality as “cultural imperialism”. 
Didn’t comrades realise that “honouring the 
dead” and treating them as though they 
were still alive was a Korean tradition"? Be¬ 
sides, when Stalin was condemned in the 
same terms, the “real target was Lenin”. 

Incredibly, these two speeches were 
enough to cany the day: the amendment was 
defeated - in the face of Scargill’s strongly 
expressed support - by around two to one. 

But why did Scargill not call for a card 
vote? That would have allowed him to use 
his sledgehammer ‘reserve power’ in the 
shape of the 3,000 block votes of the North 
West, Cheshire and Cumbria Miners Asso¬ 
ciation - a phantom grouping which purports 
to be an ‘affiliated trade union’. Afterwards 
a more cynical comrade suggested to me that 
this first ever defeat gave Scargill the best of 
both worlds: on the one hand he was seen 
to oppose the ‘cult of personality’; on the 
other he could continue to exercise it with 
the blessing of congress. 

I think it rather more likely that he was so 
taken aback, he did not think of calling for a 
count until it was too late. But the following 
day he decided enough was enough. This 
time when congress insisted on defying him 
over a couple of what appeared to be un- 
controversial motions on housing the Great 
Leader acted. A third motion on the subject 

- in the name of Barnsley Central itself - called 
for a million homes per year to be built for 
five years. Unsurprisingly this found favour 
with the outgoing NEC, which asked for the 
others to be remitted. 

Normally, in SLP land, this is the signal for 
the movers to submit quietly, but on this oc¬ 
casion they did no such thing. Hornsey and 
Wood Green wanted Socialist Labour to af¬ 
filiate to the Defend Council Housing Cam¬ 
paign and set up an NEC housing committee 

- it was a “scandal” there was not one already, 
according to Steve Cooke, who did not see 
why the NEC could not accept his motion. 
In another unusual turn, Scargill’s most loyal 
devotee, Nell Myers, who was stepping 
down both from the executive and as editor 
of Socialist News, publicly contradicted 
Scargill’s “distorted comments” about an 
NEC committee which, he had claimed, al¬ 
ready dealt with housing. 

Card trick 

This seemed to seal it for the delegates, who 
overwhelmingly ignored the president’s 
wishes and voted in the first motion. A furi¬ 
ous Scargill rose again to point out that 
“members of the NEC who agreed unani¬ 
mously on a recommendation are now vot¬ 
ing the opposite way”. This showed a lack 
of discipline and any recurrence would be 
punished by a card vote. 

Sure enough, within seconds he was car¬ 
rying out his threat after a show of hands 
gave a clear majority to Liverpool West Der¬ 
by’s passionate but rambling motion. In his 
earlier advice Scargill had said that the mover, 
Kai Andersen, had made an “excellent con¬ 


tribution”, but he was not actually calling on 
the SLP to do anything. Agreed, so what did 
it matter if the motion was carried? 

For Scargill that was not the point. He had 
to reassert his authority - this he duly 
achieved by the NWCCMA’s 3,000 votes. 
For the motion: 135; against: 3,082 (ordinary 
delegates had between one and 10 votes 
each, depending on their constituency mem¬ 
bership). You could almost see the scales fall¬ 
ing away from the eyes of several more naive 
comrades at this shocking - and pointless - 
exercise of the Great Leader’s personal power. 
The card votes of the constituency del¬ 
egates had been swamped by those of Paul 
Hardman, Scargill’s creature and tame offi¬ 
cial of the North West retired miners. 

The ‘members’ of this organisation - con¬ 
sisting mostly of people who know nothing 
of what is being done on their behalf, who 
have never heal'd of the SLP or who in some 
cases are dead - had their votes cast in an 
even more blatantly rigged way in the elec¬ 
tions for officers. 

At the last two congresses - in 1998 and 
1999, before the change to triennial gather¬ 
ings - the NWCCMA had abstained in some 
such contests, but now it seemed Stalinite 
Zane Carpenter might actually have major¬ 
ity support amongst delegates in the con¬ 
test for general secretary. 

So, quite unashamedly, comrade Hardman 
voted 3,000 times ... for himself. As it turned 
out, this was unnecessary, since his total was 
3,160, as against 127 for comrade Carpenter. 
Linda Muir defeated Harpal Brar by an almost 
identical margin in the election for vice-presi¬ 
dent, while Scargill himself was, of course, 
unopposed as president. 

The NWCCMA - aided by one other ‘af¬ 
filiated trade union’, Sheffield Ucatt 1st 
Branch, with its handful of votes - decides 
who the seven members representing the 
NEC’s trade union section will be (Scargill 
claims that there are a further 500 ‘affiliated 
members’, but their union or unions have 
never been identified and their votes have 
never been cast at congress). Predictably, 
Scargillites are always elected for these 
seven places - although this year one went 
to Amanda Rose, who is close to both Brar 
and Scargill. Three years ago Mick Rix (Aslef 
president). Bob Crow (RMT general secre¬ 
tary) and Joe Marino (Bakers Union general 
secretary) were elected in this way. Now they 
have all left the party and we have only 
Scargillite nonentities. 

However, in the constituency section, Scar¬ 
gill has much less influence, and this year the 
Stalinites almost swept the board. Apart, that 
is, from peacenik Katrina Howse, who actu¬ 
ally topped the poll. Two members of the Rule 
clan - Ella and Carlos - are additional Stalin¬ 
ite NEC members. They represent the tiny 
women’s and youth sections respectively, 
both of which are controlled by the Brarites. 

Backing terror 

The tensions between the two main SLP 
forces first appeared during the debate on a 
composite motion that condemned the ‘war 
on terror’ in legalistic, reformist terms and 
called for affiliation at all levels of the party 
to the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament. 
The Stalinites did not actually oppose this 
composite, but certainly made clear their dif¬ 
ferences with the Scargillites. 

Giles Shorter of Wansdyke declared that 
“all forms of anti-imperialist resistance are 
themselves principled” - including the Sep¬ 
tember 11 outrage, obviously. Ranjeet Brar 
(son of Harpal) said that while he was not 
opposed to joining the CND, we should re¬ 
member it is a bourgeois organisation and 
that there is a difference between nuclear 
weapons held by the imperialists and those 
held by socialist countries (like North Korea, 
he meant). 

Comrade Brar junior then went on to bring 
up the fact that there had been “a lot of dis¬ 


cussion on the executive” (he was the out¬ 
going youth section representative) about 
September 11. Actually there had been a 
deep split over whether or not the suicide 
attack on the World Trade Center ought to 
have been condemned. According to Brar 
the “balance” of discussion on the NEC - 
whose subsequent statement did condemn 
the attack - had favoured the approach he 
outlined: ie, that muslims, for example, “will 
find a way to fight back” against US imperi¬ 
alism and it is “not our job to go around con¬ 
demning them as terrorists”. 

Scargill said that Brar’s speech was “de¬ 
plorable. We do condemn whoever was re¬ 
sponsible” for the attack on the WTC. 
However, Scargill himself has signed up to a 
full-blown conspiracy theory. As he states 
in the executive report to congress, “No-one 
to this day has provided any evidence or 
proof to establish what really happened, and 
who was responsible.” 

The report continues: “... how is it possi¬ 
ble for four planes to be hijacked in the course 
of one morning ... without the most sophis¬ 
ticated military nation on earth sending one 
plane into the air to intercept ...? 

“.... It would, of course, not be the first time 
that a country had seen some of its most pres¬ 
tigious buildings blown up or burnt down 
as that country's government sought to cre¬ 
ate a climate which would enable it to invade 
others, subjugate populations and install 
compliant governments. We must not forget 
that it was the Nazis who burnt down their 
own parliament building, the Reichstag, in 
the 1930s ...” 

Scargill went on to assert from the plat¬ 
form: “To say that there is a difference be¬ 
tween nuclear weapons possessed by a 
capitalist country and a socialist country is 
absolute hypocrisy.” Socialist Labour is 
against nuclear weapons, full stop. 

However, since none of these fundamen¬ 
tal differences were mentioned in the word¬ 
ing of the motion, both sides could go ahead 
and vote for it, and it was carried without op¬ 
position. But the same debate was raging 
again a few minutes later - this time on a 
motion on Palestine. Comrade Shorter in¬ 
sisted that the SLP ought to differentiate 
between imperialist and ‘socialist’ nuclear 
weapons, and compared Scargill’s position 
to Gorbachev’s hankering after classless 
‘human values’. 

Despite the fact that the motion on Pales¬ 
tine noted that “... the future progress of 
human society is best served by setbacks 
and defeats for the warmongers ...” - Short¬ 
er’s coded way of signalling his welcome for 
September 11 - it was not opposed by the 
NEC and Scargill remained in his seat. This 
leads me to wonder whether he actually 
agreed with the sentiment - if you believe, as 
he does, that it was actually the US regime 
itself that attacked not only the WTC but its 
own military HQ, then it follows that there is 
no problem in condemning the perpetrators. 

The motion also hailed the “new and dar¬ 
ing forms of struggle” adopted by the Pal¬ 
estinians. This was challenged by speakers 
from the floor who wondered whether this 
was another code for fundamentalist suicide 
bombs. They were not wrong. But the execu¬ 
tive had recommended support and this dis¬ 
graceful motion was carried by a large 
majority. 

As I say, there is a great deal of disquiet 
among some of the more apolitical Scargill 
fans at the increasing prominence of the 
Stalinites. Two older comrades from Greater 
Manchester, Bill Henderson from 
Wythenshawe and George Thorne from 
Stockport, each produced their own leaflet 
for congress. 

Comrade Thome starts by bemoaning the 
fact that, “The dream we had in 1996 of be¬ 
coming a large party has almost faded away.” 
He goes on to place some of the blame for 
this on the Brar wing: “leading members of 
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the educational committee [ie, comrade Brar 
himself] believe in a party discipline based 
on the Stalin regime. Stalin imposed a sys¬ 
tem based on fear and repression in the So¬ 
viet Union for the duration of his long, evil 
regime.” 

Comrade Thorne ends with the call to 
“Build a mass, working class party alterna¬ 
tive to the Labour Party”, which means: “Stop 
all this talk of being a Marxist-Leninist party; 
abandon all talk of the Soviet Union.” And, 
far from flying off to North Korea or Yugo¬ 
slavia, the SLP should “Make progress on 
the domestic front before we become in¬ 
volved in international affairs.” 

In similar vein, comrade Henderson com¬ 
plains about the “strong bias towards what 
purports to be a Marxist analysis of the cur¬ 
rent international political situation” at SLP 
schools. “No mention is made of the role of 
the people of the UK; little mention is made 
of building a mass membership of the Social¬ 
ist Labour Party." 

Brar replied to these moans from the con¬ 
gress floor. Reporting from the education 
committee, in a speech which for the most 
part was actually a passionate and articu¬ 
late denunciation of the iniquities of bour¬ 
geois ‘education’, Harpal ended by calling 
on comrades to educate themselves: “Leant 
Marxism. Don’t spout rubbish to the work¬ 
ing class.” He implored the authors of the 
leaflets: “Do not denounce our own work¬ 
ing class gains. Do not denounce the 
USSR.” 

This was too much for Katrina Howse and 
Brian Gibson, the latter being an old Scargill 
supporter who was stepping down from the 
NEC. From the floor comrade Howse called 
on Brar to wind up, since congress time was 
running out. And the chair, comrade Muir, 
joined in, asking him to stop speaking. Brar 
insisted on finishing his report, saying he 
was fed up of comrade Howse’s “hysterical” 
interventions - presumably a reference to the 


conduct of the NEC, to which comrade 
Howse has been coopted since October 
2000 . 

As he had done several times before, Scar¬ 
gill ‘overruled’ the chair and, with a gesture 
of resignation, signalled that Brar should 
continue. 

Hatred of SA 

While the divisions between the two princi¬ 
pal SLP forces are becoming clearer by the 
day, there is one area over which they are 
unanimous - and that is their hatred of the 
Socialist Alliance. Of course the reasons for 
this are totally different. For the Brarites the 
SA is nothing but a collection of “despica¬ 
ble counterrevolutionary Trotskyites” 
whose opposition to regimes like those of 
Kim Jong II place them squarely in the impe¬ 
rialist camp. 

For Scargill though, the SA is a spectre 
which hangs over his own party. The pros¬ 
pect of an inclusive left unity where genuine 
democracy reigns is an anathema, since it 
threatens his own ambition - however remote 
that now must seem, even for him - to head 
a working class party as its labour dictator. 
Thus page after page of his report is dedi¬ 
cated to doing down the alliance - not very 
successfully, it must be said. 

In his opening speech he made it clear that 
even to advocate cooperation with the SA 
is illegitimate for SLP members: “Those who 
support the idea of a Socialist Alliance 
shouldn’t be a member of our party.” He re¬ 
called how he told leading SA figures in 
Rimini earlier this year (at the conference of 
Rifondazione Comunista) that “it would all 
end in tears - and it has: I notice the chair has 
resigned”. Hmm. 

Part and parcel of this anti-SA theme is 
Scargill’s continual need to pretend that the 
SLP has more members and gets more votes 
in elections than the alliance. However, for 
the first time, the SLP president did not claim 


that membership had increased over the pre¬ 
vious three years. He was pleased to an¬ 
nounce that it had “remained steady despite 
all the difficulties” at “over 2,500. In 1999 it 
was said to be 2,514. 

If attendance and voting at congress is 
anything to go by, membership has further 
declined - but not by a great deal. Accord¬ 
ing to my calculations, the voting for con¬ 
stituency NEC members reveals that the 
CSLP ‘delegates’ ‘represented’ around 280 
SLP members, as opposed to about 290 in 
1999. However, the decline is probably dis¬ 
guised to a certain extent by the fact that in 
2002 every member could attend and any 
individual who turned up could cast the votes 
of paper members who happened to live in 
the same constituency. The first comrade 
from a particular CSLP to arrive was given 
the voting cards for their branch. Previously 
only properly accredited delegates were 
entitled to vote. 

Taking that into account, the number of 
real, paid up members has very likely fallen 
just below 400 for the first time - Scargill's 
figures are, of course, arrived at simply by 
adding up the numbers of those who have 
ever applied to join, deducting only those 
who formally resign or are known to have 
died. As comrade Thome illustrated in his 
leaflet, nobody is fooled by this any more. 

Harvey Rabbit 

It is gratifying to note that my Weekly Worker 
column is so widely read by SLP members - 
not least by Scargill himself. On a couple of 
occasions he referred to Simon Harvey from 
the platform as “Brer Rabbit, Harvey Rabbit 
or whatever he’s called”. On the first of these 
he was speaking of the current True spies tel¬ 
evision series: “If there isn’t a member of the 
CIA or MI5 in this room today, I will be bit¬ 
terly disappointed. You can stop writing un¬ 
der the name of Brer Rabbit - we know who 
you are”# 


Call for Socialist 
Alliance paper 

An appeal for a regular Socialist 
Alliance newspaper has been launched 
by three leading members, Dave 
Church, Marcus Strom and Martin 
Thomas. To add your name to the 
appeal please email your support to: 
marcus. strom@ ntlworld.com 


We, the undersigned, believe that the Socialist Al¬ 
liance must launch a regular, campaigning news¬ 
paper as an urgent priority. This publication should: 

• Fight to build the agreed actions of the Socialist 
Alliance, maintain our public profile between elec¬ 
tions and give news, analysis and practical guidance 
to our activists on the ground. 

• Reflect the diversity of views in our alliance. ASo- 
cialist Alliance paper must have space for the open 
exchange of ideas, for comradely polemic and the 
presentation of minority views. Wherever possible, 
we should afford the right of reply in our paper. 

• Strike a balance between agitation and propa¬ 
ganda in its pages. Working class readers should 
not be patronised ortalked down to. Our paper must 
carry longer theoretical pieces, as well as snappy, 
factual, socialist reportage. 

If the majority of the SA continues to block an of¬ 
ficial publication, the minority should fight for the 
launch of an unofficial paper. 


Additional 

signatories 

Nicola Bent (Lambeth) 
Janine Booth (Hackney) 
John Bridge (Camden) 
Alison Brown (Sheffield) 
James Bull (Teesside) 
Peter Burton (SSP) 
Matthew Caygill (Leeds) 
Jane Clarke (Bedfordshire) 
Steve Cooke (Teesside) 
Lawrie Coombs (Tees¬ 
side) 

Tim Cooper (Nottingham) 

Chris Croome (Teesside) 
James Cunningham 

(South Birmingham) 

Mathew Danaher 

(Southampton) 

Mervyn Davies (Colches¬ 
ter) 

Ian Donovan (Southwark) 

Arthur Downs (former 
mayor, Tower Hamlets) 

Jim Drysdale 
Laura Duval (Bedford¬ 
shire) 

Pete Edwards (Bedford¬ 
shire) 

Mark Ferguson (Bedford¬ 
shire) 

Alf Filer (Brent) 

Janice Fowler (Southwark) 
Steve Freeman (Bedford¬ 
shire) 

Ray Gaston (Leeds 
steering committee) 

Darrell Goodliffe 

(Cambridgeshire) 

Andy Gunton (Lambeth) 
Billy Hodson (Teesside) 
Chris Jones (chair, 
Merseyside) 

Eryk Karas (Bedfordshire) 

Sarah Lawlor (Bedford¬ 
shire) 

Terry Liddle (treasurer, 
Greenwich) 


Ron Lynn (Lambeth) 
Lesley Mahmood 

(executive committee, 
coordinator Merseyside) 
Rob Marsden (Leicester) 

Laurie McCauley (North 
Yorkshire) 

Anne Me Shane (chair, 
Hackney) 

Sam Metcalf (Nottingham) 

Duncan Morrison 

(Lewisham) 

Paul Nicholson (South¬ 
ampton) 

Harry Nugent (Bedford¬ 
shire) 

Dave Osier (Hackney) 
Dave Parks (Exeter) 

Harry Paterson (Notting¬ 
hamshire) 

Mike Perkins (Southamp¬ 
ton) 

Peter Pierce (Greenwich) 
Phil Pope (Southampton) 

Charlie Pottins (Brent) 
Peter Radcliff (Notting¬ 
ham) 

Daniel Randall (Notting¬ 
ham) 

Lee Rock (Waltham Forest) 

Mike Rowley (Oxford) 
Dave Spencer (Coventry) 
Alan Stevens (chair, 
Greenwich) 

Danny Thompson 
(Bedfordshire) 

Steve Turner (Bedford¬ 
shire) 

Mike Wagstaff (Colches¬ 
ter) 

Pete Weller (Lambeth) 
Geoff Wexler (Cambridge¬ 
shire) 

Paul Willoughby (East 
Kent) 

Jay Woolrich (Leicester) 
Patrick Yarker (Norfolk 
and Norwich) 
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Firefighters 
join anti¬ 
war demo 


Proud 

True spies BBC2, 


to 

9.00pm, 


be subversive 

Sunday October 27, November 3, 10 


S ome 1,000 attended the 

successful ‘No to privatisation, 
racism and war’ demonstration in 
Newcastle on Saturday November 
2. It was called by the Newcastle 
Public Services Alliance, which 
contains comrades from the 
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty, 
Unison members and those active 
in both the Socialist Alliance and 
the Tyneside Socialist Forum. 

The march through central 
Newcastle included anti-war 
activists from groups such as 
Teesside Against War and the 
local muslim community, anti¬ 
privatisation community workers 
and anti-racism campaigners 
prominent in the local SA. It ended 
with a rally at Northumbria 
University with speakers from the 
labour and peace movements. The 
most vocal and visible presence 
on the march were the members 
of the Fire Brigades Union in the 
north-east. 

One interesting aspect of the 
demonstration was the over¬ 
whelmingly left character of the 
march. The Socialist Party had a 
large contingent and there were 
some Socialist Appeal sellers 
seemingly doing well. One 
surprise was the low visibility of 
the Communist Party of Britain. 
The Durham Miners Gala showed 
the CPB still has some influence 
up here, but the Gala had been 
their main focus and they obvi¬ 
ously had better things to do on 
this occasion. 

Many activists were surprised 
at the Socialist Workers Party 
presence on both the march and in 
the rally. There were recruiting 
stalls everywhere - but of course 
to the SWP rather than the SA. 
They were surprised because the 
SWP had done next to nothing to 
actually build for the march in the 
first place. Apart from a couple of 
banners the SA presence was 
minimal - partly because it has 
more or less been closed down up 
here by the SWP. 

One of the groups attracting 
most interest was the Tyneside 
Socialist Forum, an umbrella 
group predating the SA, consisting 
of activists and academics who 
have a long history up here. Their 
politics were pretty dodgy but their 
cultural work up here in local 
galleries and cinemas is well 
respected and is anti-sectarian in 
terms of the activists it attracts. 
Unfortunately they are mired in 
the worst aspects of green 
socialism and ‘new-leftism’ and 
present no credible alternative to 
the partyist project within the SA. 
All the more depressing, then, that 
the SA is apparently doing so little 
at the moment. 

CPGB comrades sold 30 copies 
of the Weekly Worker and 
distributed a large number of 
leaflets. 


One important aspect of the 
day was developing contacts 
within the SA and ensuring that 
the SA project was held up as the 
way to move beyond the fractured 
vanguard of our class - a frac¬ 
tured vanguard which was so 
apparent on the march and in the 
rally • 



Martyn Hudson 


www.fbu.org.uk 



Shayler: could 
not put his case 
in court 


F or a number of reasons this TV series 
should be compulsory viewing for com¬ 
munists. 

First, it serves as a useful reminder to older 
comrades and a valuable lesson to new cadre 
that, whatever the political conditions pertain¬ 
ing at any given time, the secret UK state - 
comprising in this instance the security serv¬ 
ice (MI5) and its executive ami, the special 
branch - has essentially one simple strategic 
objective: namely, to defend the status quo, 
by ensuring the stability and hegemony of the 
ruling class. This means preserving the exist¬ 
ing system of property relations, all the op¬ 
pression, alienation and other anti-human shit 
that are inseparable from the capitalist mode 
of production and class society. 

Secondly, it gives us some handy tips about 
the tactics and operational methodology that 
the enemy is deploying against us and thus 
suggests appropriate counter-measures. 

At the outset, however, we need to forget 
the inevitable hype, and recognise that Peter 
Taylor’s programmes, of which two have so 
far been transmitted, in no way represent some 
kind of breakthrough in investigative journal¬ 
ism. As Taylor himself remarks, he received 
“extraordinary” cooperation from special 
branch: “Twenty-first century chief consta¬ 
bles have been open about the way the war 
on domestic subversion is fought” (Radio 
Tunes October 26). He would have us believe 
that nobody asked to see his scripts or de¬ 
manded endless re-editing of the material, but 
we can be certain that the retired special 
branch officers who constitute the bulk of his 
source material were careful to clear their con¬ 
tributions with the appropriate authorities 
before taping their interviews. 

As to why the programmes have been per¬ 
mitted, and why now, there are again both 
strategic and tactical considerations. The 
demise of the USSR and the Soviet bloc states, 
together with the consequent virtual collapse 
of ‘official communism’, left the secret serv¬ 
ices bereft of one of their principal raisons 
d’etre. The long decades of the cold war had 


Any new 
recruit who 
dutifully did 
his homework 
and read The 
British road to 
socialism can 
hardly have 
seen King 
Street - CPGB 
headquarters 
in London’s 
Covent Garden 
- as the focus 
of a potential 
armed 
insurrection 


been a golden age for them, but suddenly they 
had to justify their existence, and, more impor¬ 
tantly, their bloated budgets, by identifying 
new threats to the safety and security of the 
realm 

For MI5 (at least for a time) this was easy. 
The Provisional IRA was still active. For the 
secret intelligence service (MI6) the problem 
was solved by supposedly redirecting some 
of their fabled expertise to the war against in¬ 
ternational drug trafficking and organised 
crime. Since the continued activity of both 
services was obviously essential to the func¬ 
tioning of the state, the government was com¬ 
pelled to put them on a statutory basis, even 
placing their activities under a foim of ‘demo¬ 
cratic’ oversight in the form of parliamentary 
committees - albeit composed of safe stooges 
who could be relied on not to ask any awk¬ 
ward questions. Perhaps it was a sign of their 
triumphalist confidence in the new world or¬ 
der and their new-found role within it that 
both services set about moving to palatial new 
headquarters astride the Thames. 

It might, of course, be pure coincidence, but 
the tactical reasons why True spies could have 
received such unprecedented cooperation 
from the secret state in this particular period 
are not difficult to understand, and convey a 
degree of informed foresight on the part of the 
enemy. After its long slumber during this 
strange period of reaction, our atomised and 
somnolent working class is beginning to 
show some, as yet tentative, signs of resur¬ 
gence in terms of industrial action. Some work¬ 
ers, at least, have got off their knees. 

The Blair government’s handling of the 
FBU’s threatened strike action is indicative. 
Of course, the Labour Party is doing all it can 
behind the scenes to obtain a negotiated set¬ 
tlement at the least possible financial cost, but 
in the meantime the old Thatcherite rhetoric 
of anti-trade unionism is deployed by them in 
the pages of the tabloids. Andy Gilchrist is a 
“Scargillite”; the action of the firefighters 
could put lives at risk; it is “irresponsible”, 
even "criminal". Hence, the screening of True 
spies, with its reminders of a time when the 
working class exercised some real muscle in 
society, must certainly be seen by the 
government as helpful because it 
frightens the conservative mid¬ 
dle classes and has them bay¬ 
ing for a strong hand. 
Notwithstanding its 
fundamental inadequa¬ 
cies, the series does in 
some sense represent 
something of a land¬ 
mark. Remember that 
only a few years ago 
everything pertaining to 
the special services was 
a state secret: the very 
existence of MI6 was 
routinely and ludi¬ 
crously denied in par¬ 
liament. Ironically, this 
review is being written 
at a time when MI5 
whistle-blower’ David 
Shayler is about to get 
sent down for telling us 
about the nefarious and in¬ 
competent activities of the 
service during his brief ten¬ 
ure as a desk officer. 

Whatever 


you may think of Shayler and his motivation 
as an evidently ambitious but unpromoted 
and disaffected intelligence officer, the man 
deserved his day in court and evidently did 
not get it, in so far as his public interest de¬ 
fence was ruled out of order by a prior hear¬ 
ing. 

He should, perhaps, have bided his time and 
followed the example of his boss. Dame Stella 
Rimington, one-time director general of MI5, 
by writing an approved memoir. Risibly puffed 
up by The Guardian as an earth-shattering 
disclosure of what really goes on in the se¬ 
cret state (the book that “the establishment 
tried to stop”), in the event Stella’s startling 
revelations, subject to prolonged vetting by 
Whitehall, and written in the prose of Wom¬ 
en ’s Weekly, had all the seismic potential of a 
wet fart. 

By contrast True spies publicly tells us rather 
more than Stella ever would have done 
(though she is happy to earn a crust by ap¬ 
pearing in the show) and certainly more than 
Shayler ever sold to the Mail on Sunday for 
£40,000. The focus is not on Shayler’s tales 
of dubious plans to bump off foreign poten¬ 
tates, or the fact that Jack Straw once had a 
file in MI5, but on the war being waged by 
the secret state against our own class, day in, 
day out. 

Undermine 

Subversion - a category which Peter Taylor 
evidently has no ideological problems with - 
has been at the heart of the first two episodes. 
‘Subversion’ is enshrined in the post-war 
Labour government’s charter for MI5 and 
amounts to an attempt to “overthrow or un¬ 
dermine parliamentary democracy by politi¬ 
cal, industrial or violent means”. Note the 
weasel word “undermine” which covers just 
about anything. But let us be clear: only the 
maddest and saddest of the post-war MI5 old 
guard can actually have believed that the old 
‘official’ CPGB was bent on “overthrowing” 
parliamentary democracy. 

Even in the dark days of the mid-1970s, 
when the twin set and pearls brigade at the 
coalface of MI5 wondered just what they 
would do if Tony Benn became home secre¬ 
tary - and when Mountbatten was holding 
discreet talks with various rightwing cronies 
about mobilising the tanks of the Household 
Cavalry - nobody in possession of half a brain 
took the threat of revolution seriously. Any 
new recruit who dutifully did his homework 
and read The British road to socialism can 
hardly have seen King Sheet - CPGB head¬ 
quarters in London’s Covent Garden - as the 
focus of a potential armed insurrection. 

The point of ‘counter-subversion’ was 
twofold: to keep communists out of sensitive 
jobs in government departments, the public 
service, certain key industries and firms by 
‘positive vetting’; and to investigate the work 
of the CPGB in the trade union movement, 
where, thanks to the assiduous work of com¬ 
rades - from Beit Ramelson, the industrial or¬ 
ganiser, down to grassroots shop stewards 
and activists - it exercised an influence far 
beyond its strength in terms of paper mem¬ 
bership. 

Resources were apparently concentrated 
overwhelmingly on the CPGB, the aim being 
to identify not only all members, but also to 
‘record’ supporters and sympathisers. Apply 
to join the CPGB or just send Peter Pink a ten- 
bob note and you were sure of a file in Curzon 
Street, as someone who was intent on over¬ 
throwing - well, ‘undennining’ anyway - par¬ 
liamentary democracy. Much the same 
(though to a lesser degree) goes for members 
of Trotskyite groups and such organisations 
as CND, which were deemed to be under com¬ 
munist control or influence. 

For obvious reasons of dramatic presenta¬ 
tion, True spies primarily concentrates its at¬ 
tention not on the humdrum world of 
bureaucratic paper-shuffling, which is what 
intelligence work must surely be about, but 
on the human element. Take Ricky Tomlinson, 



Weekly Worker 455November5 2002 


11 



the well known paterfamilias of the Royle 
Family. As most of us already knew, Ricky, a 
one-time member of the National Front, found 
his way into leftwing politics. With Dezzie 
Warren, he became one of the ‘Shrewsbury 
Two’, men whose involvement in building 
workers’ strikes saw them sentenced to two 
years in jail. 

Ricky worked closely with the Workers 
Revolutionary Party and, more recently, ap¬ 
peared in the Socialist Labour Party's 2001 
general election broadcast, but, when con¬ 
fronted by the testimony of one Tony 
Robinson, former Lancashire special branch 
officer and Victor Meldrew sound-alike, to the 
effect that he was regarded as not only as a 
subversive but a “political thug”, he can only 
express astonishment: “Subversive, my arse. 
I love England." 

Dave Nellist, prominent Socialist Party 
member and fomier chair of the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance, is similarly dismayed to learn that, on 
instructions from MI5, special branch had 
placed an agent alongside him to report on 
the activities of what was then Militant Ten¬ 
dency. After all he was a democratically 
elected MP. Outrageous and “completely out 
of order” to regard him as a subversive. 

One wonders which planet these comrades 
are inhabiting. There seems to be something 
about the word ‘subversive’ that sticks in their 
throat. They seem to regard it as an insult 
rather than something which any revolution¬ 
ary would proudly plead guilty to. 

You can, though, easily see how Joe Gorrn- 
ley, the openly rightwing president of the 
NUM, but also, as it happens, the leader of 
two successful miners’ strikes - a man who 
ended up in the House of Lords, for Christ's 
sake - might be miffed at the idea of being re¬ 
garded as a subversive. Imagine his conver¬ 
sation with the head of the Yorkshire special 
branch or whatever: ‘Look here, Joe, we’ve 
got our differences, but at least you love your 
country. You’re a patriot when all’s said and 
done, but there are firebrands like that bas¬ 
tard Scargill who want to atm this country into 
Russia. We need your help to stop him.’ 
Enough said. 

At least Arthur Scargill himself makes no 
bones about being “an enemy of capitalism 
and a supporter of socialism”, for whom it 
came as no surprise to learn that Gormley, his 
predecessor as president of the National 
Union of Mineworkers, was a regular contact 
of the special branch. When asked by Taylor 
whether he was surprised to learn that more 
than 20 leading trade union officials had been 
in contact with the special branch, Scargill 
answers laconically: “Yes, it does surprise me. 
I thought it would be many more than that.” 
Having been the target of the most concen¬ 


trated state attack on any trade union leader 
in recent memory, under incessant surveil¬ 
lance and subjected to attempts by MI5 and 
special branch to smear him in the most out¬ 
rageous way. Arthur knows what he is talk¬ 
ing about. 

Whether he intends it or not, Peter Taylor 
gives us the impression that, whatever the 
crises concerned at any particular time, spe¬ 
cial branch had their agents on hand to deal 
with them, so ultimately all was well. Hence, 
the valiant agent “910” was instrumental in 
defusing the crisis at Longbridge car works 
and helping to defeat the dastardly efforts of 
Derek Robinson (‘Red Robbo’), a CPGB stal¬ 
wart and AUEW organiser, to thwart the in¬ 
troduction of the Metro and with it the loss of 
thousands of jobs. At times, the story be¬ 
comes almost maudlin, as in the case of the 
poor special branch bobbies who had to grow 
beards and risk their lives as “hairies” by infil¬ 
trating the Socialist Workers Party - as if pen¬ 
etrating that organisation involved the 
labours of Hercules. 

Lessons 

What lessons can we learn from this partial 
and censored insight into the workings of the 
enemy? 

There are two basic guidelines to begin 
with: first and foremost our political principles 


As always seems to be the case, 
whenever we have a successful 
month and surpass our £450 target, 
as was the case in October, the 
donations I receive drop off immedi¬ 
ately after. It is as though comrades 
need some collective breathing 
space before they can begin to think 
about the next month’s fund. 

So it is with the first few days of 
November. True, we are going to 
press a day early so that this edition 
can arrive in Florence for the start of 
the European Social Forum, but, even 
so, the total of £35 in my mailbag is 
disappointing, to say the least. 
Thanks to comrades BF, DS and TR. 

Speaking of Florence, many of the 
thousands attending will be readers 


and our political culture. Remember Roman 
Malinovsky ? Lenin respected and trusted him. 
He became the spokesman for the Bolsheviks 
in the duma, but all along he was an agent of 
the Okhrana. Like all agents, he had to live his 
cover, which meant that his undoubted natu¬ 
ral talents as an orator and agitator won many 
comrades to the cause of the revolution. To 
be sure, other comrades no doubt languished 
or perished in Siberia thanks to his treachery, 
but the point is that his betrayal ultimately 
made no difference. Foolishly returning to 
Russia, he got the bullet that he deserved. It 
was the discipline and the living, day-to-day 
democratic centralism of the Bolsheviks that 
negated his efforts. 

Secondly, vigilance, but with a very large 
dose of common sense. It was startling to see 
in the programmes how some comrades were 
genuinely surprised to learn that they and 
their organisations had been the target of state 
investigation and penetration as, to use the 
dreaded word, “subversives”. But we, as 
communists and revolutionaries, are 
“subversives”. Our programme is from A to 
Z rooted in the conviction that capitalism must 
be overthrown by whatever means are nec¬ 
essary. Hence our own organisational and 
personal security disciplines must match the 
task before us • 

Maurice Bernal 


of the Weekly Worker via the web. 
Every week many dozens read us 
from each of the major European 
countries. If you number yourself as 
one of these, when you buy this copy, 
why not give us an extra donation to 
cover all the issues you have read 
gratis? Our comrades in Italy will be 
more than pleased to accept your 
euros. 

I look forward to reporting a much 
improved total in eight days time - 
whatever the currency • 

Robbie Rix 


Ask for a bankers order form, or 
send cheques, payable to Weekly 
Worker 


Fighting fund 

Yes to the euro 


What we 
fight for 

sOur central aim is the organisation of all communists, revo¬ 
lutionary socialists and politically advanced workers into a 
Communist Party. Without such a party the working class is 
nothing; with it everything. 

■ The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communist Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many leftwing ‘parties’, but in 
reality most are mere confessional sects. Those who disa¬ 
gree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag them¬ 
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

Communists operate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through the fullest, most open debate we 
seek to achieve unity in action and a common world out¬ 
look. As long as they support democratically agreed actions, 
members have the right to form temporary or permanent 
factions. 

■ Communists are committed to building the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance in England and Wales and the Scottish Socialist Party 
into a single revolutionary party. Communists advocate the 
principle, ‘One state, one party’. We oppose every manifes¬ 
tation of sectionalism. 

Communists are internationalists. It is an internationalist 
duty to fight for revolution against the existing state. To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a state, then that 
necessitates EU-wide trade unions, a Socialist Alliance of 
the EU and a Communist Party of the EU. 

The working class must be organised globally. Without a 
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina¬ 
tion. 

Communists have no interest apart from the working class 
as a whole. They differ only in recognising the importance 
of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no dogma, 
but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

■ Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu¬ 
ture of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with pol¬ 
lution, exploitation, crisis and war. As a global system 
capitalism can only be superseded globally. All forms of 
nationalist ‘socialism’ are reactionary and anti-working 
class. 

Socialism can never come through parliament. The capi¬ 
talist class will never willingly allow their wealth and power 
to be taken away through a parliamentary vote. They will 
resist, using every means at their disposal. Communists fa¬ 
vour using parliament and winning the biggest possible 
working class representation. But workers must be read¬ 
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we 
must 

■ We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, Scot¬ 
land and Wales, a federal Ireland and a United States of 
Europe. 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions trans¬ 
formed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug¬ 
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as much 
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de¬ 
mands for high-quality health, housing and education. 

Socialism represents victory in the battle for democracy. 
It is the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo¬ 
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo¬ 
site. 

Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither exploitation of 
person by person, nor wars, classes, countries or nations. 
Communism is general freedom and the real beginning of 
human history. 

h All who accept these principles are urged to join the Com¬ 
munist Party. 
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Third phase 
strike action 
cancelled 


Fight any sell-out 



T he pernicious social role played by 
the labour bureaucracy as the ‘la¬ 
bour lieutenants of the capitalist 
class’, and the urgent need for a rank 
and file movement in our trade unions, 
are both being amply demonstrated by 
the cancellation of a third phase of the 
firefighters’ “discontinuous” strike ac¬ 
tion. 

The executive council of the Fire Bri¬ 
gades Union, meeting on November 4, 
decided to cancel an eight-day strike due 
to begin on November 6, “to allow fur¬ 
ther talks on pay to take place” (FBU 
press release, November 4). Last week, 
the first two 48-hour strikes in the pro¬ 
gramme of action decided upon by a 
nine to one majority of the FBU’s 52,000 
members had been similarly shelved. 

Amazingly, this concession by the fire¬ 
fighters’ leaders has taken place despite 
the fact that a week of talks with the local 
authority employers has produced no 
improvement on the four percent pay 
offer already on the table. The FBU’s 
claim is for a rise of 40%, in order to se¬ 
cure a salary of £30,000 for all full-time and 
retained part-time fire crews and for emer¬ 
gency fire control operators. 

In fact, the FBU’s statement is notice¬ 
able for its blatant attempt to blow up 
the ‘achievements’ in the negotiations 
to date: “The employers have accepted 
there will be a new pay formula for the 
fire service linked to the pay of workers 
in the associate, professional and tech¬ 
nical grouping,” general secretary 
Andy Gilchrist explains. In fact, agree¬ 
ment in principle on a new formula had 
already been reached some months ago. 


Moreover, now that the detail has been 
refined, it is clear that this ‘gain’ is not 
going to provide a powerful tool for the 
FBU in future negotiations. The APT 
grouping in the public sector - ie, prima¬ 
rily white collar council workers - have 
not been notable for ground-breaking 
pay rises in recent years. 

Similarly dressed up in positive garb 
is an admission that the employers had 
not accepted the claim for pay parity for 
the control staff: “They have asked us 
for more information regarding our claim 
for equal pay for emergency fire control 
staff, with a clear understanding that they 
will listen to our evidence for equal pay 
for these workers, who are predomi¬ 
nantly women.” 

In fact, there had been only one vic¬ 
tory for the union side in the week-long 
talks: “The employers have also ac¬ 
cepted our claim for pay parity for re¬ 
tained firefighters.” But the FBU was 
always leaning on an open door with this 
element of the claim. Employment tribu¬ 
nal case law, bolstered by European 
Union directives, has rendered mainte¬ 
nance of differentials between full-time 
and part-time workers doing the same 
duties unsustainable. 

There can be no doubt as to the true 
motivation of brother Gilchrist and his co¬ 
thinkers in the FBU leadership. As La¬ 
bourites, they are desperate to avoid 
strike action and a confrontation with 
Blair and the New Labour government. 
As Steve Godward, FBU activist and 
Socialist Alliance executive member, ex¬ 
plained in the Weekly Worker , the £30,000 
pay claim had been the initiative of 


Gilchrist, who had wanted to demonstrate 
that the link between the union and the 
Labour Party could be made to work in 
delivering gains to the membership (Oc¬ 
tober 31). 

The move had come against the back¬ 
ground of substantial gains in the cam¬ 
paign to democratise the union’s 
political fund, opening up the road for 
union support for electoral candidates 
other than those of the Labour Party. S A 
supporters like comrades Godward and 
Matt Wrack had been prominent in this 
campaign. Gilchrist succeeded in 
knocking this back at this year’s FBU 
conference, but he now looks increas¬ 
ingly in trouble within the wreckage of 


the thesis he advanced in order to se¬ 
cure his victory. Still sitting atop of the 
four percent pay offer, with his members 
branded as “criminals” by Blair’s fire 
service minister Nick Raynsford, and 
Gilchrist himself dubbed a “Scargillite” 
by Blair, he is starting to resemble an 
emperor without any clothes. 

An increased pay offer is likely to be 
forthcoming, probably based upon an 
expedited recommendation from the ‘in¬ 
dependent’ Bain inquiry into the fire 
service, whose proceedings the FBU is 
boycotting. It will, however, be one 
which the employers and the govern¬ 
ment insist has to be ‘paid for’ with 
changes in conditions, such as introduc- 


Andy Gilchrist: Firefighters need 
40%, not promises 


tion of shift patterns that are even more 
onerous. 

Against this, pressure from below has 
forced the union executive council to 
make it clear that there will be no further 
cancellation of strikes - the next one is 
due to start on November 13 - unless an 
“acceptable” offer is forthcoming. In the 
clear understanding of militant rank and 
file firefighters, the meaning of “accept¬ 
able” includes ‘unconditional’ • 

Derek Hunter 
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